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SPM Evaluation Question
 "Please rate satisfaction with the ISO-JRC Strategic
Planning Meeting that was held in the Netherlands
on Dec.7th, 2016, on a scale of 1 to 5 (5 being the
most satisfied and 1 being the least satisfied) or
Abstain, if there were no participants from the
country member. Please feel free to submit
comments for improving any similar future
activities."
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SPM Evaluation Comments
 Japan:
 It defines the evaluation standard (average) as
"3”. The ISO-JRC Strategic Planning Meeting was
a very good event but Japan considers this time
is an standard for evaluation because there is no
existing standard due to the first event with TC197
Plenary Meeting.
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SPM Evaluation Comments
 UK:
 I would like to see a strategic planning meeting
included in the future, at least at the next plenary
meeting.
 USA:

 The strategic planning meeting was a good
exchange and update on activities around the
globe.
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Plenary Meeting Evaluation Question
"Please rate satisfaction with the ISO/TC 197 Plenary
Meeting that was held in the Netherlands on Dec.8-9,
2016, on a scale of 1 to 5 (5 being the most satisfied
and 1 being the least satisfied) or Abstain, if there were
no participants from the country member. Please feel
free to submit comments for improving future plenary
meetings."
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Plenary Evaluation Comments
 Japan:
 It defines the evaluation standard (average) as "3”. Japan highly
evaluates that WG conveners showed their consciousness that are
going to cooperate among related WGs through some joint
presentation of progress by WG conveners. On the other hand, it is

slightly negatively evaluated that many materials for TC197
Plenary Meeting were distributed just before the meeting.
Therefore, Japan would estimate as "4" not "5" this time.
 It seems that the chairman’s speech is too long. A concise
speech is better for us because we can understand a point
of the speech better and it must bring the valuable time for
us to speak and discuss something.
 Although we fully understand that the meeting time was too tight,
it is regrettable that Mr. Koseki’s presentation for IEC/TC105 liaison
report was skipped.
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Plenary Evaluation Comments
 UK:
 The plenary could be improved by the minutes
being made available before the meeting.
 USA:
 The plenary meeting was fine with regard to reporting the
development status of the working groups and conducting
the necessary ISO/TC 197 business meeting.
 The lack of financial support for the secretary is still quite
troubling as it will not be resolved until 2018. As a result the
secretary is still performing below expectations.
 With the exception of minutes from the last plenary, the lack
of unanimous consent for the resolution to thank Kosekisan was awkward and unfortunate.
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