5 Year Review Issue Management Administrative Practices
The following text is provided to clarify current TMOC administrative practices concerning issue management for cyclic review of  ANS standards.  In this practice each ANS up for review is assigned its own issue number and maintenance development is handled following the same pattern as any other new standards development effort.
-- Is an ANS 5-Year Review "real committee work"?
Yes. In order for an ANS 5-Year Review work item to be "resolved," the appropriate course of action (reaffirmation, revision or withdrawal) must first be proposed and approved, and then the Letter Ballot (LB) process must be used to resolve the work item. Sometimes the initial LB results in a different course of action subsequently (e.g., initial LB starts as a reaffirmation, and then the Default LB is a revision or withdrawal). This is "real work" (i.e., maintenance work for existing ANS standards) that is best managed in a manner consistent with current issue management processes because it is the same type of endeavor.
-- What are some of the potential drawbacks to changing the current TMOC administrative practices surrounding 5 Year Review standards?
1. Not using the current TMOC Issue process for ANS 5-Year Reviews would *decrease* transparency significantly. By utilizing the TMOC Issue process, appropriate transparency is provided to TMOC Members, ATIS Members (via the ATIS Issue Update notices), and to the general public (because the TMOC Issue Book is available to the public). Since TMOC meets rarely face-to-face this transparency is critical.
2. Not using the TMOC Issue Book (a component of the TMOC Issue process) for ANS 5-Year Reviews would then provide only a partial summary of actual work in progress. Participants who are tasked with standards management responsibilities by their employers will have increased difficulty tracking and reporting on current status to internal personnel. Again, given the virtual nature of TMOC, having *all* work (including ANS 5-Year Reviews) managed in a consistent manner (e.g., via the TMOC Issue Book) assists in having a clear snapshot/status of the active and resolved work.
-- Are there ways that the current TMOC practice for ANS 5-Year Reviews be made more efficient?
Yes. An efficiency improvement would be made if TMOC agreed that all ANS 5-Year Review items are automatically approved as new issues.
-- Would bundling several technically unrelated ANS 5-Year Reviews into a single TMOC Issue or single LB add to efficiency??? 
No. A negative response to one ANS disposition in a bundle will hold up the resolution of all ANSs/dpANSs in the bundle. Multiple negative responses to different items in the bundle with make resolution discussion even more complex. Also, voting members tasked with seeking adequate internal review of specific reaffirmations will be forced to do the unbundling when directing this review. If the ANS 5-Year Reviews are technically related with dependencies then such a bundling may be sensible. This can be determined on a case by case basis."
