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Confirmation of ExSC Executive Committee’s Interpretation re:  
PINS deliberation

In October 2008, the ANSI ExSC Executive Committee was asked to interpret clause 2.6 of the ANSI Essential Requirements as it relates to the PINS deliberation requirement.  Specifically, the Executive Committee considered if a PINS deliberation is held, is there any other activity that must take place before a public review of the draft document?  

The communication sent to the parties involved in the issue that prompted the Executive Committee’s interpretation, follows:

In response to a request, the ANSI Executive Standards Council (ExSC) Executive Committee was asked to review the existing language contained in clause 2.5 of the ANSI Essential Requirements (excerpted below) to determine whether the procedures require anything more than a mandatory deliberation of stakeholders in response to claim of conflict or duplication prior to the announcement of a draft standard for public review.  The Executive Committee, which acts on behalf of the ExSC in between meetings, agreed that the current language does not require anything more in order for an involved standards developer to submit a draft standard for public review.  This does not in any way change the developer’s responsibility to comply with clause 1.4 Coordination and harmonization, which reads as follows:  “Good faith efforts shall be made to resolve potential conflicts between and among existing American National Standards and candidate American National Standards.”  In addition, developers are obligated to address all claims of conflict and duplication that may result from public review as well as appeals.
The ANSI ExSC will discuss this issue and interpretation further at its next meeting in February 2009.

The ANSI ExSC was asked at its February 2009 meeting to review this issue and confirm the interpretation issued.  Confirmation was not given at the February 2009 meeting as a related issue was raised.  However, at its May 2009 meeting, the ExSC discussed and confirmed the interpretation as given.  The ExSC also noted that when an interpretation is issued by the Executive Committee, it stands until confirmed or revised by the ANSI ExSC.
Action:  Interpretation confirmed.
For reference, clause 2.5 of the ANSI Essential Requirements, states in relevant part:
If a developer receives written comments within 30 days from the publication date of a PINS announcement in Standards Action, and said comments assert that a proposed standard duplicates or conflicts with an existing American National Standard (ANS) or a candidate ANS that has been announced previously in Standards Action, a mandatory deliberation of representatives from the relevant stakeholder groups shall be held within 90 days from the comment deadline.  Such a deliberation shall be organized by the developer and the commenter and shall be concluded before the developer may submit a draft standard for public review.  If the deliberation does not take place within the 90-day period and the developer can demonstrate that it has made a good faith effort to schedule and otherwise organize it, then the developer will be excused from compliance with this requirement.  The purpose of the deliberation is to provide the relevant stakeholders with an opportunity to discuss whether there is a compelling need for the proposed standards project.  The outcome of such a deliberation shall be conveyed in writing by the developer and commenter (ideally as a joint submission) to the ANSI Board of Standards Review (BSR) for consideration should the developer ultimately submit the related candidate standard to ANSI for approval.   In the case of ANSI Audited Designators, the Audited Designator shall review the results of the deliberation prior to designating a standard as an ANS.  While the outcome is not binding, participants are encouraged to develop a consensus on whether and how the standards development project should proceed.
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