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Proposed changes to the Process Document Section 5.2.6  
[Add the following paragraphs after the sentence, “See also the charter requirements of section 2 and section 3 of the W3C Patent Policy [PUB33].”]
When there is a proposed charter for a Working Group that will Furthermore, for every Recommendation Track deliverable, if that deliverable involves continued work on a Working Draft (WD) published under any other Charter (including a predecessor group of the same name), for which there is an existing Exclusion Completed DraftReference Draft or LCWD, the description of that deliverable in the proposed charter of the adopting Working Group must provide all of the following information:
1. name, location (by stable URL), and publication date, of the Working Draft which will serve as the basis for future work (presumably, the most recent), labelled as Adopted Working Draft;
1. name, location (by stable URL), and publication date for the Exclusion Completed Draft draft which had the most recent exclusion period (Reference Draft or LCWD), labelled as ‘Most Recent Exclusion Completed Draft’; 
1. charter location (by stable URL) of the Working Group under which the Most Recent Exclusion Completed Draft Reference Draft or LCWD was published, labelled as, ‘Charter under which Adopted Working Draft was published’.
Note: A <term>Reference Draft</term> is the latest public Working Draft published within 90 days of an FPWD that has previously completed the First Public Working Draft (FPWD) exclusion period or if no public Working Draft is issued within 90 days of the FPWD, then it is the FPWD.  An <term>Exclusion Completed Draft</term> (ECD)’ LCWD is a Reference Draft or a Candidate Recommendation Last Call Working Draft that has completed the applicable exclusion period.
That identified Working Draft and the Exclusion Completed Draft Reference Draft or LCWD must each be adopted in their entirety and without any modification. [I have no idea what this is supposed to mean. The above URLs reference a “stable” draft which (as far as I can tell) means that what they reference will not change. How could modifications occur. And, after the re-chartered WG begins operating, the WG is free to create new WDs and/or Candidate Recommendations that may replace the ones referenced above. ]
The proposed charter must further explicitly state that the Reference Draft or LCWD is deemed to be a Reference Draft or LCWD, respectively, of the new Working Group. [Handled by the labelling defined above.]
The Director MUST must ensure that there are at least 60 days between (a) the date on which, via an email notification sent to the Advisory Committee, the Director issues a Call for Advisory Committee Review for the new Working Group’s charter, and (b) the date on which, via an email notification sent to the Advisory Committee, the Director issues a Call for Participation for the adopting Working Group.

PROPOSED CHANGE TO Section 5.2.2 (on development of charters):
If a charter includes deliverables that involve continued work on documents which have previously had an exclusion opportunity, the director MUST NOT issue a call for participation less than 60 days after the start of Advisory Committee Review of the charter.
PROPOSED CHANGE TO 6.2.2 OR 5.2.2
Add a statement to the final paragraph of Section 6.2.2 general requirements for transitions, and/or an equivalent statement to section 5.2.2:
Note:  Transition requests (to FPWD or CR) will generally not be approved if the group's charter is in formal review.
