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NOTE:  These draft minutes have not been approved and are the unofficial record by PPIS.
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	ACTION ITEMS ASSIGNED MAY 29, 2019 CONFERENCE CALL 

	AI#
	Action
	Assigned To
	Status

	1
	StdC MOP section 1.6.1, should we lessen the requirements; make it affirmative votes by the membership if by letter ballot, or affirmative votes of voting membership at a meeting with a quorum?

5.29.19 – Susan has concerns with “unless otherwise stated…” this statement appears to be broad and does not address the voting requirements for Standards Actions by SRS nor official interpretations by PPIS.
	Steve Ferguson, Jonathan Humble and Susan LeBlanc
	Open

	2
	Send rejected comments to Chair of newly formed SPC TPS 228.
	Staff
	Open


1.
Call to Order/Introductions and Review of Agenda
Call to Order/Chairman’s Report
The Planning, Policy and Interpretations Subcommittee (PPIS) meeting was called to order on Wednesday, May 29, 2019, at 11:00 a.m.
Introductions

Chairman Jonathan Humble greeted members and guests.  Introductions were made.  
	PPIS Members

Jonathan Humble, Chair
Niels Bidstrup

Bob Burkhead

Roger Hedrick

Rick Heiden

Michael Woodford


	PPIS Members Absent

Els Baert

Guests

	Staff 

Susan LeBlanc, Standards Administrator
Tanisha Meyers-Lisle, Procedures Administrator



2.
Chairman’s Report
Mr. Humble has been reassigned as chair of the Code Interaction Subcommittee which will be effective July 1, 2019. 
3.
Staff Report
Mr. Rick Heiden will be assuming the role of the Planned, Policy, Interpretations Subcommittee Chair effective July 1, 2019.
4.
Approval of Minutes
The PPIS Minutes from the March 14, 2019 conference call was presented to members for approval.

It was moved by Dennis Stanke and seconded by Rick Heiden:
1 That the PPIS Minutes from the March 14, 2019 conference call be approved as written.

MOTION 1 PASSED:
5-0-0, CV
Secretary’s Note: Els Baert and Mike Woodford were not on the call at the time the vote was taken.
5.
Review of Action Items/Unfinished Business
5A. Action Items  
A list of action items was presented to members for review. An update of the action items is presented on page 2.
6.
Planning – New Projects
The previous Guideline proposal submitted by Mr. Larry Smith for PPIS review was withdrawn  based on an email dated 5/30/3019.
7.
Policy – Procedural Changes


2
It was moved by Roger Hedrick and seconded by Dennis Stanke:
That Procedures for ASHRAE Standards Actions (PASA) and the PC Guide to PASA, be approved as shown in Attachment A. 
BACKGROUND: This term “standards document” and “SD” is used in such a way as to be in some cased confusing. The ASHRAE Board of Directors created a rule that states:

“Rule 1.201.004.4 There are four types of Standards Committee documents: 

A. Standards 

B. Guidelines 

C. User Manuals 

D. Code Change Proposals”

In view of the differences between the use of the term and acronym PPIS recommends the following modifications for clarity in PASA and the PC Guide to PASA.

VOTE: 5-0-0, CNV

(Secretary’s note: Els Baert was absent.)

8.
Interpretations

None.

9.
New Business
PPIS has received comments to TPS 227 and TPS 228. TPS deferred review of comments for TPS 227 until the Kansas 2019 Annual Meeting. PPIS reviewed the public comments to TPS 228.
3 It was moved by Dennis Stanke and seconded by Bob Burkhead:
That PPIS accept with minor changes Comment #1 (add “net”); add hyphen between “net-zero”.
MOTION 3 VOTE: 6-0-0, CV

4 It was moved by Rick Heiden and seconded by Dennis Stanke:
That PPIS reject Comment #2.
Reason: Rejected. Thank you for taking the time to provide your comments. We do not agree that the language should be removed in order that the SPC is permitted to provide requirements for those conditions. While we are sensitive to possible "gaming" we do not believe that this can be enforced at the scoping level, but rather will trust the SPC appointed members will address this subject when developing the technical requirements of this new standard.

MOTION 4 VOTE: 6-0-0, CV

5 It was moved by Rick Heiden and seconded by Niels Bidstrup:
That PPIS accept Comment 3 with minor changes. Strike “or methodologies”, and ignore “net” as that was covered by comment 001.
MOTION 5 VOTE: 6-0-0, CV
6 It was moved by Rick Heiden and seconded by Dennis Stanke:

That PPIS reject Comment #4.
Reason: Rejected. Thank you for taking the time to provide your comments. This is a technical issue and not a scoping issue. Also, the laundry list of examples is not all inclusive and therefore will be problematic for SPC and users of the document. Preference is to retain the current language as the broad terms can be all inclusive. 

MOTION 6 VOTE: 6-0-0, CV
7 It was moved by Rick Heiden and seconded by Dennis Stanke:

That PPIS reject Comment #5.
Reason: Rejected. Thank you for taking the time to provide your comments. This is a comment that is technical in nature and not a scoping comment. Preference is to send this comment to the new SPC to determine how the technical language can be addressed in the new standard. 
MOTION 7 VOTE: 5-0-0, CV
8 It was moved by Rick Heiden and seconded by Dennis Stanke:

That PPIS reject Comment #6.
Reason: Rejected. Thank you for taking the time to provide your comments. This is a comment that is technical in nature and not a scoping comment. Preference is to send this comment to the new SPC to determine how the technical language can be addressed in the new standard.
MOTION 8 VOTE: 5-0-0, CV
9 It was moved by Dennis Stanke and seconded by Michael Woodford:

That PPIS reject Comment #7.
Reason: Rejected. Thank you for taking the time to provide your comments. This is a comment that is technical in nature and not a scoping comment. Preference is to send this comment to the new SPC to determine how the technical language can be addressed in the new standard.
MOTION 9 VOTE: 5-0-0, CV
All rejected comments shall be sent to the newly formed SPC to address Mr. Rosenstock’s concerns. 
10.
Adjournment
PPIS adjourned at 12:50 pm.
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PPIS Minutes March 14, 2019
2
Conference Call


“STANDARDS COMMITTEE DOCUMENT”



This term “standards document” and “SD” is used in such a way as to be in some cased confusing. The ASHRAE Board of Directors created a rule that states:

“Rule 1.201.004.4 There are four types of Standards Committee documents: 

A. Standards 

B. Guidelines 

C. User Manuals 

D. Code Change Proposals”

In view of the differences between the use of the term and acronym PPIS recommends the following modifications for clarity in the ANSI/PASA.



ANSI/PASA



(Modify each section as follows. Modifications highlighted in yellow.)

[bookmark: p723]4.2.2.3 Planning, Policy and Interpretations Subcommittee (PPIS)

PPIS oversees the maintenance and revision of all standards writing and processing procedures and policies, recommending approvals of new Titles Purposes and Scopes and handling interpretations of existing standards when no project committee exists and evaluates requests for joint sponsorships of SCDs standards and guidelines.  PPIS is comprised of StdC members only.



4.2.2.4  Standards Project Liaison Subcommittee (SPLS)

SPLS oversees the development of standards committee documents (SCDs) standards and guidelines, training of PC Chairs, oversees work plans, and waivers of the ASHRAE Units policy.  SPLS is comprised of StdC members only.



7.2.1.1 Advisory Public Review (APR)

A PC may vote by majority of the voting membership to recommend to the SPLS Liaison and SPLS Chair that a draft SCD standards and guidelines, or portion thereof, be subjected to an APR if the PC believes that the draft contains new, unusual or potentially controversial elements that the PC believes would benefit from increased public scrutiny prior to finalizing the draft for publication public review (no continuation letter ballot, no roll call vote record, no marked up roster, or submittal form is needed). Any comments received as a result of an APR are deemed to be "supportive" and do not need to be "resolved".  Apart from acknowledging receipt of each comment, communication with the commenters is optional but may be undertaken to clarify a comment's intent or to invite further participation in the standard development process. The underlying concept of the APR is to gain increased public participation early in the development process and thus to deal with, and potentially resolve, controversy before publication approval is sought. APRs are not submitted through the ANSI process.





7.2.1.2 Normal Track Public Review (NTPR) 

 A standards action approved by the PC for publication public review that meet any of the following criteria shall be processed as a normal track:



a) there are negative votes with reason within the PC;

b) a credible threat of legal action (in writing) against ASHRAE has been made related to the proposed draft;

c) the proposed draft is related to a Policy Level Standard ; and

d) the SPLS Liaison has notified the MOS within ten calendar days, from the receipt of the package, with specific justification, that the PC has violated due process.



SPLS must approve the SCD standards and guidelines before it can be issued for public review.  



7.2.1.3 Fast Track Public Review (FTPR)

A standards action approved by the PC for publication public review that meet all of the following criteria shall be processed as a fast track:



a) there are no negative votes within the PC;

b) no credible threat of legal action (in writing) against ASHRAE has been made related to the proposed draft;

c) the proposed draft is not related to a Policy Level Standard (Policy Level PC Chair may request an exception. The SPLS Chair must grant or deny the exception within ten working days of submittal); and

d) the SPLS Liaison has not notified the MOS within ten calendar days, from the receipt of the package, with specific justification, that the PC has violated due process.



No additional approvals for issuing the SCD standards and guidelines for public review are required. 



7.2.2   Publication Approval

Approval of Standards Action by the ASHRAE Board of Directors that have unresolved objectors (commenters or negative PC votes with reason) or a threat of legal action shall be preceded by formally voted recommendations by the project committee and Standards Committee.



Approval of Standards Actions by Technology Council that are policy level SCDs standards and guidelines that have no unresolved objectors and no threat of legal action shall be preceded by formally voted recommendations by the project committee and Standards Committee.  These Standards Actions shall be reported as an information item to the ASHRAE Board of Directors.



Approval of Standards Actions that are not policy level, that have no unresolved objectors and no threat of legal action shall be preceded by formally voted recommendations by the project committee and processed for publication by ASHRAE Staff. These Standards Actions shall be reported as an information item to the Standards Committee and the ASHRAE Board of Directors.



The SCD standards and guidelines shall be deemed to have been approved by the BOD upon approval of its designee.



[bookmark: _Toc513190184]7.5    CONSENSUS

Evidence of consensus associated with the approval of an SCD standard or guideline by the PC shall be documented.

[bookmark: _Toc513190185]

7.6  CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL

With respect to any proposal to approve, revise, or reaffirm an ASHRAE standard, evidence shall be considered that:

(a)	the applicable procedures were followed.

(b)  the SCD standard and guideline is within the scope of ASHRAE’s ANSI registered standards activities,

(c)   notice of the development process for the standard was provided to ANSI in accordance with PINS or its equivalent,

(d)  any identified conflict with another ASHRAE or American National Standard was addressed in 	accordance with the ANSI ER,

(e)	other known national standards were examined with regard to harmonization and duplication of content, and if duplication exists, there is a compelling need for the standard,

(f)  ANSI’s patent policy is met,

(g)	ANSI’s policy on commercial terms and conditions is met if applicable,

(h)	consensus was achieved, including evidence of the following:

i. the applicable procedures were followed;

ii. the SCD standard and guideline is within the scope of the registered standards activity;

iii. declaration that conflicts with another ANS have been addressed per procedures; 

iv. a roster of the consensus body indicating the votes of each member, each member’s interest    category and a summary of the vote; and

v. identification of all unresolved negative views and objections, with the names of the objector (s), and a report of attempts toward resolution.

(i)	Any appeal meeting the criteria of B1 through B6 of Annex B was completed.



In addition, ASHRAE shall consider any evidence provided that the proposed standard or guideline is contrary to the public interest, contains unfair provisions, is unsuitable for national use, contradicts federal law(s), or is technically inadequate.



ASHRAE shall not approve standards that duplicate existing or proposed American National Standards unless there is a compelling need.





7.7.3 Other Bases for Withdrawal of Approval

The ASHRAE Board of Directors or its designee also may withdraw approval of an ASHRAE SCD standard or guideline upon (a) advice of counsel, based on evidence of a legal nature, or (b) consideration of facts that have subsequently come to the attention of the Board.  



7.8.2 Project Discontinuation Due to Lack of Performance

If the PC has not officially met for 12 months or is not advancing the development of the SCD standard or guideline in a timely manner then the SPLS Liaison shall determine whether another Chair should be sought or, whether the matter should be sent back to PPIS to re-evaluate the need for the project. If the project is discontinued ASHRAE shall notify ANSI.



[bookmark: _Toc513190190]7.11  Interpretation Requests of Standards

Interpretation requests for a standard must be submitted to the MOS in writing.  The Manager of Technical Services or the Chair of the current or past cognizant PC or the Chairs designee may respond in writing to written requests for unofficial personal interpretations.  Cognizant  SSPCs, if they exist, and SPCs that have not yet been disbanded will be asked to respond to requests for official interpretations in writing.  If no PC exists, StdC will form an Interpretations Committee (IC) to respond.  Procedures for interpretations of published SCDs standards and guidelines are provided in StdC MOP Reference Manual Section 10.  An issuance or revision of an official interpretation requires affirmative votes for the majority of the memberships of each approving and of at least two-thirds of those voting, excluding abstentions. 







[bookmark: AnnexA][bookmark: _Toc456431170][bookmark: _Toc456683074][bookmark: _Toc457205458]ANNEX A:  DEFINITIONS, ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS, AND CLASSIFICATIONS

[bookmark: _Toc457205459][bookmark: _Toc513190197]A1	DEFINITIONS



fast track:  an approval procedure for a standards committee document standard or guideline that meets these criteria: 

a. there are no negative votes within the PC;

b. no credible threat of legal action (in writing) against ASHRAE has been made related to the proposed draft;

c. the proposed draft is not related to a Policy Level Standard (Policy Level PC Chair may request an exception. The SPLS Chair must grant or deny the exception within ten working days of 

	submittal); and

d. the SPLS Liaison has not notified the MOS within ten calendar days, from the receipt of the package, with specific justification, that the PC has violated due process.



informative language: language used in those elements of an SCD standard or guideline for which compliance is not required, often characterized by the use of “should” or “may.”





normal track:  an approval procedure applied to a standards committee document standard or guideline that meets one or more of these criteria: 

a) receives one or more negative votes upon approval for publication or

b) where ASHRAE receives a written legal threat or 

c) is a policy level standard. 

 (See fast track)



policy level document:  a standards committee document standard or guideline designated as “policy level” by the Board of Directors or the Board’s designee. 

[bookmark: _Toc513190198]

A2	ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS

SCD		Standards Committee Document









Project Committees Guide to PASA



(Modify each section as follows. Modifications highlighted in yellow.)

Table of Contents



Drafting the SCD standard or guideline (ROB 1.201.004.5) .............................................................. 15



Overview of the Process of Publishing a Standard or Guideline 

The overall process of getting a new standard or guideline published requires completion of a number of steps. This document will help the project committee (PC) meet the requirements of PASA as it develops its Standards Committee Document (SCD) standards or guidelines. Depending on the type of document and the subject matter, some of the details of completing each step may be different, and these differences are indicated where appropriate in this guide. The ultimate goal of the PC is to publish the SCD standard or guideline. The steps to publication are highlighted below and will be discussed in detail later in the guide.



(Page 8)

Consultants: From time to time the PC Chair may find a need to appoint consultants to help develop specific sections of an SCD standard or guideline for which they have expertise. Consultants are appointed by the Chair. They are not members of the PC or the subcommittees and do not vote. Typically If a PC has subcommittees there are 3 consultants per subcommittee and if there are no subcommittees there are usually 3 total consultants. Normally the term of a consultant mirrors the Chair’s term.



(Page 9)

International Organizational Liaisons (IOLs): This membership type was created to help make the SCDs standards or guidelines internationally based and encourage international participation. IOLs do not have a vote on PC motions and are not included in interest-balance or quorum requirements. IOLs are listed on the roster and provided committee materials for input. (Invitation to become an Official International Organizational Liaison)



(Pages 10-11)

Balance (See PASA 7.4.3) 

The reason for the requirement for a balanced committee is to help arrive at consensus by ensuring all viewpoints are considered when the PC deliberates. The belief is that if all directly and materially affected interests constructively participate in the PC and consensus is reached, a fair standard will result. That doesn’t mean that all applicants must be approved but that there be a good representation 

of the stakeholders affected by the SCD standard or guideline. Participation by materially interested parties is also met by participation at project committee meetings and submitting public review comments.



(Page 15)

Drafting the SCD (ROB 1.201.004.5) 

The primary function of the PC is to draft the standard or guideline it is responsible for developing. The ASHRAE Board of Directors requires that all standards be written in mandatory language and that those that are to be referenced by code to also be written in code-intended language. Standards can include material written in non-mandatory language in informative notes or informative annexes or appendices. Guidelines are written in non-mandatory language. To assist PCs in drafting the SCD standards and guidelines, Standards has developed a list of tools and training webinars as listed below:



(Page 17)

Voting Options at the Meeting (PASA 7.2.4) 

Motions can be made at any meeting so long as there is quorum. Motions should be recorded in the minutes of the meeting wherein the vote was initiated. If a Standards Action motion is made at the meeting the chair needs to do a continuation letter ballot if all voting members are not present. Continuation ballots are discussed in detail below. The Chair may also elect to discuss the issue at the meeting and do the entire motion via letter ballot if not all voting members are present. 



Any voting member can vote in the affirmative, abstain with or without reason, vote negatively with or without reason, or not return a ballot. While reasons are not required for negative votes or for abstentions they can be helpful in several ways. PCVMs who vote negative or abstain with reasons may persuade other members of the committee to change their vote. Reasons for non-affirmative votes can also help the approving bodies determine whether or not process has been followed in the development of the SCD standard or guideline. Again these votes should be recorded in the minutes. Furthermore, PCVM who cast negative votes without summiting reasons forfeit their right to appeal the outcome of a vote prior to publication.



(Pages 18 -19)

PUBLIC REVIEW DRAFTS (PASA 7.2.1.1, 7.2.1.2, 7.2.1.3) 

The PC can approve a draft for an advisory public review or publication public review. 

A. An advisory public review (APR) is not considered a standards action and only requires a majority vote. The SPLS Liaison and SPLS Chair can approve the draft to go out for review. An APR can be for the whole standard, to ask questions about potentially controversial items, or even just portions of the standard. This method is helpful if the SCD standard or guideline has portions that are controversial or if the PC needs guidance and feedback from the public on portions of the SCD standard or guideline in order to get to a completed draft. The approval for issuing an APR is generally quick. The comments submitted on an APR draft are deemed to be supportive and do not need to be replied to or resolved. The PC will later need to vote to recommend approval of the draft for publication public review. (See PASA 7.2.1.1) 



B. The PC recommendation to approve a draft for Publication Public Review is a standards action. After the PC has voted to recommend approval of a draft for PPR, the PC Chair submits the draft to the MOS along with the Publication Draft Submittal Form for Staff review. There are two possible tracks for PPR approval: 



i. Fast Track (SPLS Liaison-only approval) can be used when no negative votes have been cast within the PC, no credible threat of legal action (in writing) against ASHRAE has been made related to the proposed draft, the draft is not related to a policy-level standard, and the MOS has not been notified by the SPLS Liaison within ten calendar days of receipt that the PC has violated rules related to the development of the draft. (See PASA 7.2.1.3). If no comments are received during the public review these SCDs standards and guidelines can be processed by Staff for publication and no further approvals are required. 





ii. Normal Track (SPLS approval) – occurs when any of the fast track requirements are not met. This means that the draft, along with all the supporting documentation that has been submitted, will be provided to SPLS for review of the draft development process. Process review includes but is not limited to review of the vote count, determining if all members were given an opportunity to vote, review of PC balance, and review of responses to comments, if applicable. If SPLS determines that proper process has been followed the draft will be approved for publication public review. (See PASA 7.2.1.3). If SPLS determines process has been violated the SCD standard and guideline will be returned to the PC with instructions for further actions. If no comments are received during public review or if all comments are resolved, the draft moves on to Standards Committee and Tech Council, both of which must approve the SCD standard or guideline for publication. If comments are received and responded to, but there are any unresolved commenters, then the draft moves on to Standards Committee and the Board of Directors, both of which must approve the SCD for publication. (See PASA 7.2.1.2) 



C. Once SCDs standards or guidelines are approved for PPR, availability of each draft is announced in the ASHRAE Standards Action for periods of 30 to 45 days. To receive notices please sign up for the listserve at: Standards Action List Serve.



(Page 20)

Reviewing and Responding to Comments (See PASA 7.4.6) 

When the comment period closes project committees can obtain a report from the online comment database listing the commenter reviewer and comments. All PC members, voting and non-voting, on the roster can view comments at any time during the public review process. Comments can be procedural or technical in nature. The commenter should provide language that would resolve his or her comment. For example, including proposed changes to the SCD standard or guideline. A detailed step by step process from submitting a comment, PC use of the online comment database, and the Chairs role in using the online comment database has been recorded and posted online. For those that prefer there are also instructions with screen shots. (See Instructions for Commenters, Instructions for Project Committee Members, and Instructions for Project Committee Chairs.)



(Page 21)

CONTINUOUS MAINTENANCE (CM) (PASA 7.3) 

In some instances a PC determines that updates to the SCD standard or guideline will be needed more frequently than every five years. This could be because the industry changes very quickly, there may be multiple documents the PC is responsible for, the SCD standard or guideline is referenced in code, or errors were found in the published version. A PC usually asks to be placed on CM in these instances, usually when the first version of the SCD standard or guideline is ready to publish.



(Page 22)

DUPLICATION AND HARMONIZATION (PASA 7.6) 

SPLS or Standards committee may not approve a SCD standards and guidelines for public review or publication if the requirements in Section 5.4 of the ANSI Essential Requirements or Section 7.6 of PASA are not met. When allegations related to duplication and harmonization are made during the development of the SCD standard or guideline , it is recommended that PC Chairs reach out to their SPLS liaison and Staff.



(Page 22, Paragraph four)

Committees should justify there is a compelling need to duplicate standards, and in particular if there is a lack of harmonization between ASHRAE Standards, and not providing that justification may result in disapproval of the SCD standard or guideline.



(Page 22, Paragraph five)

Further, if allegations of duplication/lack of harmonization of standards are raised during the development process, Standards Committee will report those objections and the provided compelling need to the ASHRAE Board of Directors if Standards Committee recommends the SCD standard or guideline for publication.





(Page 24, only those rows shown have modifications)

APPENDIX 1 – Procedures Index

This appendix provides links to the PASA rules, a general description of the rule, the approvals needed (if applicable) and links to any training materials and forms on the PC Chairs Toolkit site.



		TOPIC

		PASA RULE CITATION

		GENERAL INFO

		APPROVAL (If Applicable)

		TRAINING/FORMS



		Development of a new Standard or Guideline 



		

		References to procedures and forms for proposing a new SCD standard or guideline. And a link to the existing TPSs for review. This also includes the link to the training webinar. 



		New TPS approved by PPIS, StdC, and BOD. 



		(Links not shown)





		Draft SCD Standard or guideline

		N/A

		SCD standard or guideline draft development process. Standards vs. Guidelines (mandatory vs informative language). Tools and templates including the SI unit policy and a source for terminology and definitions. 



		N/A

		(Links not shown)



		Draft submission for PR

		N/A

		SCD Standard or guideline submission requirements for public review 



		PC (SPLS)

		(Links not shown)



		TC Roles in SCD Standard and Guideline Development

		N/A

		This provides a description of the similarities and differences between TCs and PCs. 



		N/A

		(Links not shown)















(Page 37)

APPENDIX 5 – RESPONDING TO NEGATIVE VOTES WITH REASON ON PPR EXAMPLES AND GUIDANCE 

At some time during the process there needs to be a written record of responding to the negative votes with reason on the approval of the PPR. This could be recorded in the minutes, a final vote for ‘publication”, or a draft response prior to the next letter ballot. If negative votes aren’t responded to in writing someone could appeal and the SCD standard or guideline could be sent back to the committee to properly respond, thereby delaying publication of the document. In addition, if the document were chosen for the ANSI audit, an adverse finding may result. When items are missing, Project Committee Chairs are the source for the missing information during audits.





(Page 40)

APPENDIX 7–RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 

Improper responses to comments are considered process violations so it is important for the PC to take the necessary time to draft good responses so as not to delay publication of the SCD standard or guideline. If an appeal is filed on an improper comments response, these are often upheld on appeal. The examples included below are not all inclusive but intended to provide guidance to the PC when drafting responses. If the PC questions whether or not a response is sufficient to defend a process appeal please contact the SPLS Liaison or Standards Staff for guidance.



(Page 42)

APPENDIX 8- INTERPRETATION REQUESTS 

Unofficial Interpretation Requests - Materially affected parties can request unofficial interpretations of SCDs standards and guidelines that do not need to be approved by the PC. The Chair can respond to these requests or ask a committee member to respond. The response time on unofficial interpretation requests is generally 30 days. These do not become part of the standard.



(Page 43)

Official Interpretation Requests – Materially affected parties can also request official interpretations of SCDs standards and guidelines. These need to be approved by the PC and become part of the standard. These should be responded to within 30 days or no later than the next PC meeting after the request was received. The PC should review any approved interpretation requests prior to the next revision of the standard and make any necessary changes to assure that the new language clarifies the language that had been subject to interpretation.

(END)


