PROPOSED DISPOSITION OF NSB COMMENTS ON CD 2375

Date: 2000-08-22

A. GENERAL COMMENTS

1. ACCOMMODATED
General remark: (GERMANY)

This CD is a good starting point for a revision of ISO/IEC 2375. However, the number of open issues must be resolved in a second CD before the FCD stage can be envisaged.

ACCOMMODATED: There is to be a second CD.

General comments. (JAPAN) 

Also, effects of one change to other clauses are not well sorted out.

ACCOMMODATED: Second CD has been reorganized and clauses have been consolidated where needed.

General comments. (JAPAN) 

Wording should be much straight forward, because expectation is more non-native speaker’s requirements in future.

ACCOMMODATED: Revisions have been made to clarify the wording.

General comments (SWEDEN) The CD forms a generally very satisfactory starting point for an updated ISO 2375. The editorial comments given below relate mostly to text kept from the original standard, not to newly-introduced text.

It is however the opinion of the Swedish NB that the text is not ready to be progressed to FCD, but that a new CD is first needed.

ACCOMMODATED: There is to be a second CD.

2. PENDING

General comments. (JAPAN) 

The CD 2375 (N3390) does not reflect ISO/IEC JTC1 SC2 N3381 (revised 2 N3290) which is a basic scope of this project. Thus, the CD is not yet fulfilling the project objective. 

Requirement 4 (UNITED STATES)

RA principles accepted by SC 2 must be included in the standard

PENDING: Adherence to principles in ISO/IEC JTC1 SC2 N 3381 is an important issue that should be addressed initially by WG3, and by SC2 if necessary. (Also required by the US in its comments.)

Technical comment: SWEDEN

Within SC 2, there has been uncertainty whether a registration proposal must be based on a scheme having some official status, like a national standard; or if completely new schemes can be accepted. Although the latter case has been applied in practice, and can also be deduced from the text of the CD, the matter may need further SC 2 consideration.

The main reason for accepting completely new coding schemes is that it may be desirable to give schemes of limited use an international recognition through registrations, even if they are not immediately made the base of formal standards. Registration should increase the possibilities to evaluate new schemes before a decision is taken to progress them further to formal national, international or organizational standards.

The decision on this matter, in particular any limiting factors, should be clearly declared in the standard text (not only in its annexes).

PENDING: This point needs to be accommodated in the text.

In the second paragraph, SWEDEN makes the case for continuing the present practice of allowing completely new coding schemes, which are not the basis of formal standards to be registered. Is explicit sanction by SC2 needed?

Continuing the present practice is advisable for another reason: who determines when a scheme has “some official status” and which organizations would be recognized as creators of formal standards?

3. PROPOSED FOR REJECTION
General comments. (NETHERLANDS) The layout as given deviates from that in a large number of registrations. Adopting a new format as normative would force the RA to re-edit and republish almost the whole content of the International Register, not to speak of the need created to correct older SC2 standards. 

There is no requirement that the new edition of ISO 2375 be applied retrospectively.

General comments. (NETHERLANDS) But the CD contains no rules for re-editing of existing registrations, which may also be needed anyhow in some cases, like when aligning character names is wanted.

Incorrect. Revision procedures are addressed (Clause 11 in CD = Clause 18 in revision)

General comments. (NETHERLANDS) Expensive changes in SC2 documents cannot be justified if their nature is only cosmetic. In particular, the layout specified is in conflict with that in 646 and 4873. Should a new layout be adopted, then it be introduced in all SC2 standards at the same moment, based on a SC2 decision,

The specification of new layouts for registrations is moot given the recommendations in N 3381. The specification of layouts for coded character sets is an SC2 decision outside the scope of this standard.

4. NOT ACCOMMODATED OR NOT UNDERSTOOD

 [General comment] (FINLAND) A number of items need better definition and clarification, e.g. the type of registration and the short name in normative Annex B.

NOT ACCOMMODATED: The definitions may belong in the document “Practice of the Registration Authority.”

[General comment] (GREECE)

Regrettably, we cannot accept some paragraphs of ISO/CD 2375:

Accepting these paragraphs means to us that the registration procedure will become a basket to collect everything that is in the mind of the submitter, without any possibility to correct even obvious mistakes. That will put very much into question the validity of the register and of the registration procedure.

IMPOSSIBLE TO ACCOMMODATE: Need specifics from Greece to respond to this comment.

General Comments - Extra: (JAPAN) May be, there are editorial error there, however, Japan limits it’s comments on the very principle matter. Because it is too important than the minor editorial.

NOT ACCOMMODATED: Japan reserves the right to provide further editorial comments (on second CD).
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