IDESG Standards Coordination Committee (SCC)
Work item comments
1Type of comment:  ge = general  te = technical   ed = editorial

NOTE: Reviewer to complete columns 1-6. Editor to complete column 7.
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	Reviewer

	Clause No./
Sub-clause No./
Annex
(e.g. 3.1)
	Paragraph/
Figure/Table/Note
(e.g. Table 1)
	Type of com-ment1
	Comment (justification for change) 
	Proposed change 
	Disposition

	sda
	Section 1
	
	ge
	The implementation of open standards is best practice and is called out in the strategy.  The IDESG should be developing policy independently of the call of the White House not at its behest.   This is covered in the 2nd sentence but is lost imo.  In that regard are we the NSTIC IDESG?  So too much NSTIC and not enough IDESG. 


	Develop neutral to IDESG related language.
	

	sda
	Section 1
	
	ed
	typo
	Change meanings to meetings
	

	sda
	Section 1
	2nd paragraph
	ge
	Why “pervasive in US”
	Change to language to generally apply
	

	sda
	Section 1
	Last paragraph
	ed
	Wording
	Change echo system to ecosystem
	

	sda
	Section 1
	Last paragraph
	ed
	Wording
	Change “pneumatic marketplace” shorten or review sentence
	

	sda
	Seciton2
	
	ge
	Looks too much to regulation as opposed to widespread adoption as basis
	Consider starting with the fact that standards and related practices and technology need to be adopted and that this is independent of standards in some cases.
	

	sda
	Section 2
	
	ge
	Too technical should be looking to drive value to help drive adoption
	Consider higher level goals as part of consideration
	

	sda
	Seciton 4
	
	Ge
	Same as above, look to value as well as specific of standards
	ditto
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