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2.4.3 states in the bulleted sections “thorough and thoughtful consideration of 
whether, if conflict is at issue, the alleged conflict is justified by a compelling 
need; and/or thorough and thoughtful review of whether, if duplication is at 
issue, that such duplication is justified by a compelling need”  The concept of 
compelling need should be clarified to give developers some guidance in this 
area.  Compelling need may be based on subtle nuances regarding 
implementation differences or it may be considered compelling because of the 
business interests of a set of implementers.  The marketplace will ultimately 
decide which standard will be the winner (ala VHS and Beta). 

4.2.1.1 states in part “The BSR shall not approve standards that conflict with or 
duplicate existing American National Standards unless good faith efforts have 
been undertaken and/or there is a compelling need.”  See previous comments 
on the need for clarification of “compelling need”.  The existence of an ANS 
should not preclude a standard which may be better or supported by a larger 
audience.  Also, the wording in this section does not address the situation 
where there may be two or more standards being developed at the same time 
(where there is no existing ANS).  Will the BSR approve multiple standards?  No 
standards? 

One area not addressed in this rewrite of the Essential Requirements but closely related 
to duplication and conflict, is the need for additional procedural safeguards limiting the 
use of delaying tactics where one developer (or groups closely aligned with the 
developer) can use comment periods to flood a developer with comments as a delaying 
tactic.   

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important area. 
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