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Houston, TX  77027





Dear Gary,





For 1997, I would like to continue to represent SHARE to the X3L2, Codes and Character Sets technical standards committee and to Unicode, Inc.  If SHARE can continue to support me, I would really appreciate it.  Here is my justification for support for 1997:  





Edit the ISO Technical Report for the “character/glyph operational model”.





I think this TR will be important to the information technology community because it


explains the differences between coded-characters and their associated glyphs and describes principles for deciding whether to encode a proposed character in ISO/IEC 10646 or register it as a glyph according to ISO/IEC 10036.


describes three models for mapping from characters to glyphs for displaying and printing


Before developing this model, I can recall several heated X3L2 discussions where we were confused because we did not understand the concepts.





Al Griffee from IBM at Boulder and I have volunteered to edit the ISO/IEC Technical Report.  I had expected that we would be submitting the final report to ISO/IEC by the end of 1996.  Unfortunately, this is not the case and late 1997 or early 1998 is a more realistic target date.  Originally, I had assumed that JTC 1 would submit the draft Technical Report for a PDTR ballot along with the ballot for the NP.  This did not occur.  In March, 1996, JTC 1 did approve the NP.  





Here is the expected schedule for completing the technical report:





June, 1996:


Al Griffee and I submitted a new draft to SC 2/WG 2 with a request that WG 2 forward the working draft to the SC 2 Plenary Meeting with a request to start PDTR processing.  We also recommended a response to the Japanese comments on the NP ballot.





August, 1996:


Vote in SC 2 Plenary Meeting to process the working draft of the Technical Report as a PDTR.





September/October, 1996:


 SC 2 issues the PDTR ballot for a 3-month ballot.





February, 1997:


Obtain results of the PDTR ballot.





March, 1997:


Respond to comments with suggested resolution.





1997:�





In March, 1996, JTC 1 approved this as an NP.  This work was initiated in 1992, when WG2 asked the US to develop this model.  As a result of joint collaboration between X3L2 and X3V1, the US submitted an initial paper on this topic to WG2 in October, 1993.  In June, 1995, participants from X3L2 and X3V1 revised the earlier document and submitted the revision to WG2.  This is the version that ISO included with the ballot for the NP.





Monitor the progress of amendments to ISO/IEC 10646-1:1993.





WG2 has prepared several amendments to ISO/IEC 10646-1:1993.  The amendments that expand the architecture are important to SHARE Members for compatibility.  The amendment on Korean Hangul is important to avoid the possibility of having two incompatible codes.





The first four amendments affect the architecture of the standard and the ballots for the draft amendments (DAMs) are due in December.  The first two amendments are particularly important to SHARE.  The first amendment will allow our commercial Members to obtain the characters they need with the 16-bit form without the need to go to 32-bit characters; and at the same time, accommodate the need of our academic and bibliographic Members to use rare characters outside of the 16-bit code space by exploiting the commercial 16-bit implementations of 10646.  The second amendment allows UNIX to accommodate 10646 with minimum modifications now and gives the vendors time to develop the full set of changes necessary to process 10646 encoded data directly.  


The remaining four amendments are at the preliminary draft amendment (PDAM) stage.  In September, SC2 voted to approve PDAM-5 that dealt with the sensitive issue of coding the Korean Hangul script.  As I told you, last year Microsoft was ready to develop its own coding of Hangul.  Fortunately, Microsoft was convinced to go through the standards process so that we would not be faced with supporting two competing multilingual multibyte-codes.  The last three PDAMs have ballots due in December and they address adding the Tibetan script (PDAM-6), adding several miscellaneous characters (PDAM-7), and defining the rules used to unify the Chinese, Japanese and Korean ideographs (PDAM-8).





Provide a smooth transition of X3L2 officers.





Finally, I think that it would be extremely beneficial to the new officers if I can be there to support them next year.  The new officers take office after our December meeting.  I have served as the chairman for the past three years, and I think that we can ensure a smoother transition if I can continue to participate next year.





With the completion of the above activities in 1996 and with no known divisive issues looming, I would expect that SHARE will not need representation after 1996.  





To represent SHARE, I will need to attend the following meetings:





X3L2 Meeting, June, 1996, Redmond, WA


X3L2 Meeting, Dec., 1996, San Diego, CA


SC 2/WG 2 Meeting, Aug., 1996, Quebec, Canada �(to discuss resolution of comments on the Technical Report in an international, rather than US, forum)





Please let me know at your earliest convenience if SHARE will be able support me to represent its Members to X3L2 and Unicode, Inc. for 1996.  If you have any questions or concerns, please call me at (301) 953-6926 to send e-mail to Edwin.Hart@jhuapl.edu.





Best regards,


Ed Hart
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