Subject:  Urgent:  US accelerated ballot on JTC1 Technical Directions and Reorganization of SC 2





X3L2 Ballot


Subject:  Reorganization of SC 2 in JTC 1


Statement:


1.	SC 2 should remain a separate SC.


2.	If this is not possible with only 2 WGs, SC 2 should be reorganized along a different direction than as proposed by JTC 1.


a.	SC 2 should remain separate from SC 29.  SC 2 has no links to SC 29.  This is why they were separated in the first place.


b.	SC 2 has links to WGs to other JTC 1/SCs and SC 2 might be successfully reorganized to include:


1)	text input devices and systems (now in SC18/WG9)


2)	coded character sets for text interchange (now in SC2)


3)	processing of text for printing and display (now in SC18/WG8)


4)	font information interchange (now in SC18/WG8)


5)	structuring of text (mark up) for further processing (now in SC18/WG8)





Do you agree with the above statement:  Yes   No


Member:  _______________


Organization:  ____________


Date:  ___________________





The US needs to respond to the SC 2 Secretariat before May 14, but Arnold will be on travel so he asked Mike Ksar and me to coordinate this.  I am asking for responses on or before May 9 to allow us time to prepare a response and send it to the SC 2 Secretariat via ANSI.





Essentially, JTC 1 has proposed to reorganize SC 2 by combining it with SC 29 (Audio and Visual Encoding) and call the new SC, “Multimedia and Representation”.





From the SC 2 electronic discussions, Mr. Van Wingen had summarized some comments, which are enclosed.  Note that the first comment has been the position of SC 2 even though it is not in his enclosure.  I think that Mr. van Wingen’s proposal makes a lot of sense.  The question is about completeness and optimization.  Essentially, he says:





1.	SC 2 should remain a separate SC.


2.	If this is not possible with only 2 WGs, SC 2 should be reorganized along a different direction than as proposed by JTC 1.


a.	SC 2 should remain separate from SC 29.  SC 2 has no links to SC 29.  This is why they were separated in the first place.


b.	SC 2 has links to WGs to other JTC 1/SCs and SC 2 might be successfully reorganized to include:


1)	text input devices and systems (now in SC18/WG9)


2)	coded character sets for text interchange (now in SC2)


3)	processing of text for printing and display (now in SC18/WG8)


4)	font information interchange (now in SC18/WG8)


5)	structuring of text (mark up) for further processing (now in SC18/WG8)





I see two other alternatives to add to his list:





3.	Add the SC 22/WG 20 (Internationalization).


4.	Add the ISO TC 46 WG responsible for encoding characters for information retrieval (Libraries).





Also, the UTC is concerned about adoption of Unicode in other consortia:





5.	W3C


6.	Internet Society





Can you think of any other alternatives that we should add to our list?  If so, state the organization and why.








We had discussed the third alternative at our Dec. meeting.  However, in a private note, Arnold says that he is happy to keep WG 20 in SC 22 and JTC 1 has proposed no change to this.  Therefore, with Arnold’s input, I suggest that we drop this one.





The fourth alternative was an idea that I thought might be considered in view of:  (a)  according to ISO, SC 2 is responsible for coding, and (b) TC 46 has agreed not to develop any new codes but instead to focus on 10646. One stumbling block would be that SC 2 (with its present membership) may be inclined to not reaffirm the TC 46 coding standards. RLG has a vested interest in this and I would like to hear what Joan Aliprand has to say on this alternative.





Given that alternatives 5 and 6 involve consortia rather than sanctioned standards organizations, I believe that they should not be mentioned in the US.





Ed Hart








----------


From:  Johan van Wingen � HYPERLINK "mailto:[SMTP:PRECAL@rulmvs.leidenuniv.nl]" ��Error! Bookmark not defined.�


Sent:  23 April, 1997 11:59


To:  SC02 List


Subject:  (SC2.264) JTC1 N 4631





Dear Colleagues


Here is a proposed text for the SC2 reply to JTC1 N 4631, which was mailed to this list in SC2.248 and again in SC2.261. I cherish the hope that it reflects all the comments received from you in earlier mailings (SC2.187,188,189,191,209,211,213,214,215,216,217,218,219).


Best regards from J. W. van Wingen


P.O.Box 486, NL-2300 AL Leiden, Netherlands, Email:PRECAL@rulmvs.LeidenUniv.nl


++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++


PROPOSED SC2 REPLY TO JTC1 N 4631


JTC1 N 4631 puts a number of questions to SCs regarding JTC1 Technical Directions and Organization. This document attempts to provide the SC2 proposals to improve the structure presented.


General


N4631:


We have prepared a draft recommendation to JTC1, on how we believe the present work program of each SC or in some cases, a WG or a project of a SC maps to the technical directions. Please comment on the completeness and consistency of these Technical Directions.


SC2:


We have considered the Technical Directions very carefully, but none of these can be said to fit the SC2 work items satisfactorily. Thus we think that another Technical Direction should be added:


Processing of Text and Documents


text input devices and systems (now in SC18/WG9)


coded character sets for text interchange (now in SC2)


processing of text for printing and display (now in SC18/WG8)


font information interchange (now in SC18/WG8)


structuring of text (mark up) for further processing (now in SC18/WG8)





Justification: One has only to read the JTC1 documents on distribution of its own papers to see how much needed are JTC1 standards in this field. If no extra Technical Direction is allowed, that for Multimedia and Representation should be used as cover, but this combination is highly artificial.


N4631:


In addition please comment on the following questions.


1.	Do you consider that your present projects align with the proposed recommendation?


If not please provide rationale for a different alignment within the overall set of technical directions.


SC2:


Not at all.


Processing of Text has relations with several projects in other Technical Directions, like Networks and Interconnects, and with Programming Languages and Software Interfaces, but none reflects any major activity. Multimedia and Representation, as it is specified now, covers the work of SC29, which has no relation to SC2 work items at all.


N4631:


2.	Do you believe your current projects, or project grouping, within the proposed technical direction will benefit from a synergistic fit with other projects, or project grouping (if any) in your technical direction?





SC2:


No, on the contrary, having to deal with SC29 work items will distract SC2 very much from their own work.


N4631:


3.	Do you believe any of your current projects require significant interactions with projects, or project groupng, in other technical directions?


If so which ones?


SC2:


Yes, most of our current work items interact with that on keyboards (SC18/WG9), on SGML, fonts and glyphs (SC18/WG8), and on several in SC22 (for languages and for internationalization).


N4631:


4a. Do you believe supplementary standardization activity should be undertaken to sufficiently address the technical direction and which adds value to the work of JTC 1?  For example there appears to be added standardization needs in the technical direction “Security” beyond the present work program of SC27.


SC2:


It is not just that more standards are needed, but JTC1 should start to use its own standards. If that is not envisaged, JTC1 should explain why the existing standards are insufficient, and how these can be improved.


N4631:


4b.  Do you consider that the resources to address these areas will be available?


SC2:


See reply to previous question.





