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Abstract  The evolution history of computer security evaluation criteria and the application of
security evaluation criteria to the evaluation of security products are analyzed. The TCSEC, the
ITSEC and the Common Criteria (CC) are of heavy weights on the progress of computer security
evaluation criteria. The CC is the outcome of the quest of the United States, Canada, the United
Kingdom and other countries to seek a basis for mutual recognition of security product evaluation.
It is developed on the basis of all the older criteria and much more closely resembles the ITSEC.
The Chinese Classified Criteria for Security Protection of Computer Information System
( CCSPCIS), which was issued in 1999 and put into effect from 2001 on, inherits the philosophy of
the TCSEC completely. The CCSPCIS is hence inevitably of the same drawback as the TCSEC.
Whether shaping the Chinese security evaluation standard in accordance with the obsolete TCSECis
possible to advance the development of security productsin China isin need of serious consideration.
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