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

	Larry Marks
	
	1
	ge
	Critreria is mispelled
	critieria
	

	Larry Marks
	
	1
	ge
	“possible use in IDESG ecosystem

reviewed and analysis of Information and Communication Teychnologies ("ICT") open

standards relevant to the ecosystem” does not make sense
	“possible use in IDESG ecosystem based on analysis of Information and Communication Teychnologies ("ICT") open

Standards. 
	
	1
	te

	Larry Marks
	
	Section 1
	ge
	Relaying should be relying
	Confidently relying
	

	Larry Marks
	
	Section 1
	ge
	well-declared meetings and remove “well-declared”
	Should be meanings
	

	Larry Marks
	
	Section 1
	ge
	better-examined is not necessary
	Remove  better-examined
	

	Larry Marks
	
	Section 1
	ge
	“and pneumatic”
	Remove “and pnewmatic” does not make sense
	

	Larry Marks
	
	Section 3
	ge
	“suitability of candidates voluntary consensus standards” should be changed. Grammatically incorrect. 
	Use “Suitability of other  standards” for clarity
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Larry Marks
	
	Section 3
	Ge
	Misspelled “descrtiptions”
	Should be spelled descriptions
	

	Larry Marks
	
	Section 3
	Ge
	What are forks? In practice, forks, modifications and new technologies

are coming along constantly
	Remove “forks”
	

	Larry Marks
	
	Section 4
	Ge
	“qualities ought” does not make sense. 
	Change “ought” to “sought”
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