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The Pa’o Karen language is spoken by about 560,000 people, mostly in Myanmar. One tone mark used
by them needs to be encoded in the UCS. It is the mirror image of U+1087 MYANMAR SIGN SHAN TONE-1,
and the Pa’o use it alongside U+108F MYANMAR SIGN RUMAI PALAU TONE-5. The character is in current use
as can be seen in the example below, from a recent Bible translation.

Unicode Character Properties
AA7B;MYANMAR SIGN PAO KAREN TONE;Mc;0;L;;;;;N;;;;;

Figure 1. Sample from the book of Matthew in Pa’o Karen.



A. Administrative
1. Title
Pro po s al  fo r enco di ng  o ne addi ti o nal  My anmar character fo r Pa’o  Karen i n the UCS.
2. Requester’s name
Mi chael  Ev ers o n and Marti n Ho s ken
3. Requester type (Member body/Liaison/Individual contribution)
Indi v i dual  co ntri buti o n.
4. Submission date
2 0 0 9 -0 3 -1 2
5. Requester’s reference (if applicable)
6. Choose one of the following:
6a. This is a complete proposal
Yes .
6b. More information will be provided later
No .

B. Technical – General
1. Choose one of the following:
1a. This proposal is for a new script (set of characters)
No .
Proposed name of script
1b. The proposal is for addition of character(s) to an existing block
Yes .
1c. Name of the existing block
My anmar Ex tended-A.
2. Number of characters in proposal
1
3. Proposed category (A-Contemporary; B.1-Specialized (small collection); B.2-Specialized (large collection); C-Major extinct; D-
Attested extinct; E-Minor extinct; F-Archaic Hieroglyphic or Ideographic; G-Obscure or questionable usage symbols)
Categ o ry  A.
4a. Is a repertoire including character names provided?
Yes .
4b. If YES, are the names in accordance with the “character naming guidelines” in Annex L of P&P document?
Yes .
4c. Are the character shapes attached in a legible form suitable for review?
Yes .
5a.  Who will provide the appropriate computerized font (ordered preference: True Type,  or PostScript format) for publishing the
standard?
Mi chael  Ev ers o n.
5b. If available now, identify source(s) for the font (include address, e-mail,  ftp-site, etc.) and indicate the tools used:
Mi chael  Ev ers o n,  Fo nto g rapher.
6a. Are references (to other character sets, dictionaries, descriptive texts etc.) provided?
No .
6b. Are published examples of use (such as samples from newspapers, magazines, or other sources) of proposed characters attached?
Yes .
7.  Special encoding issues: Does the proposal address other aspects of character data processing (if applicable) such as input,
presentation, sorting, searching, indexing, transliteration etc. (if yes please enclose information)?
Yes .
9. Additional Information: Submitters are invited to provide any additional information about Properties of the proposed Character(s)
or Script that will assist in correct understanding of and correct linguistic processing of the proposed character(s) or script.
See abo v e.

C. Technical – Justification
1. Has this proposal for addition of character(s) been submitted before? If YES, explain.
No .
2a. Has contact been made to members of the user community (for example: National Body, user groups of the script or characters,
other experts, etc.)?
Yes .
2b. If YES, with whom?
The publ i s her o f the bi bl e.
2c. If YES, available relevant documents
3. Information on the user community for the proposed characters (for example: size, demographics, information technology use, or
publishing use) is included?
Peo pl e i n My anmar.
4a. The context of use for the proposed characters (type of use; common or rare)
Co mmo n.
4b. Reference
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5a. Are the proposed characters in current use by the user community?
Yes .
5b. If YES, where?
In My anmar.  
6a. After giving due considerations to the principles in the P&P document must the proposed characters be entirely in the BMP?
Yes .
6b. If YES, is a rationale provided?
Yes .
6c. If YES, reference
Co ntempo rary  us e and acco rdance wi th the Ro admap.
7. Should the proposed characters be kept together in a contiguous range (rather than being scattered)?
N/ A.
8a. Can any of the proposed characters be considered a presentation form of an existing character or character sequence?
No .
8b. If YES, is a rationale for its inclusion provided?
8c. If YES, reference
9a. Can any of the proposed characters be encoded using a composed character sequence of either existing characters or other proposed
characters?
No .
9b. If YES, is a rationale for its inclusion provided?
9c. If YES, reference
10a. Can any of the proposed character(s) be considered to be similar (in appearance or function) to an existing character?
Yes .
10b. If YES, is a rationale for its inclusion provided?
Yes .
10c. If YES, reference
Li ke s o me o f  the Shan to ne marks ,  thi s  l o o k s uperfi ci al l y  l i ke a punctuati o n mark,  but  i t  i s  a co mbi ni ng
character and ty pi cal l y  has  a ho l l o w do t.
11a. Does the proposal include use of combining characters and/or use of composite sequences?
Yes .
11b. If YES, is a rationale for such use provided?
Yes .
11c. If YES, reference
Brahmi c v o wel  and co ns o nant s i g ns .
11d. Is a list of composite sequences and their corresponding glyph images (graphic symbols) provided?
No .  
11e. If YES, reference
12a. Does the proposal contain characters with any special properties such as control function or similar semantics?
No .
12b. If YES, describe in detail (include attachment if necessary)
13a. Does the proposal contain any Ideographic compatibility character(s)?
No .
13b. If YES, is the equivalent corresponding unified ideographic character(s) identified?
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