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Dr. Mark Eduard Davis

President

The Unicode Consortium

P.O. Box 391476

Mountain View, CA 94039-1476

USA

Email: mark@macchiato.conv-magdad@microsoft.com

Budapest, September,2011

Dear President Dr. Davis,

| am Gabor Hosszu, Assoc. Prof. at the Budapestddsity of Technology and Economics,
dealing with computerized paleography and charaamteonding. | am also a member of the
Hungarian Standards Institution (Hungarian NatioBaldy) in the ISO/IEC JTC1/SC2,
representing Hungary in the encoding process of $fzekely-Hungarian Rovas (now
erroneously dealt as “Old Hungarian”). Hereby, fiaxdlly request you to annul the decision
of the Unicode Technical Committee in Augustus@, 2about the Szekely-Hungarian Rovas
(err: Old Hungarian) block: 10C80..10CFF, sincewias based on the WG2 resolution
(N4110, which is definitely opposed by the Hungarian NB.

The reasons are the followings:

The Szekely-Hungarian Rovas is a traditional sanipph Eastern roots that always has been
used parallel with the official Latin-based Hungari script throughout among the
Hungarians. Nowadays, the Szekely-Hungarian Rovas @n increasing popularity in
Hungary. Accordingly, the Hungarian Standards tagstn - backed by the major
stakeholders of the user community - created amogppte proposal for encoding the
Szekely-Hungarian Rovas; its latest version is  N4007
(http://std.dkuug.dk/jtc1/sc2/wg2/docs/n4007)pdf

The proposal supports the contemporary Szekely-bigng Rovas orthography and contains
some historically used Rovas characters as we#. sitection of the characters for encoding
is the result of careful paleographic analysis Base the research of acknowledged
Hungarian and international scholars. Moreover, Hioegarian National Body submitted to
WG2 some descriptive contributions, which clarifitle scientific background of the
Hungarian proposahl4055 N4076 andN4080(seeAppendix 4 for their titles).

Parallel to the Hungarian standardization effastane individuals also submitted alternative
proposals. These proposals are mainly based otetirand outdated sources and popular web
sites with questionable scientific reliability. Hewer — as in the latest WG2 meeting, in
Helsinki (2011-06-06/10) there was no represematicthe Hungarian Standards Institution —
the ad-hoc committee accepted essentially the pedpoof two individuals N3531 and
N3697 and unfortunately neglected the submissions afigduy in every important issue.
This fact shocked the Hungarian experts largelyangsed this official protest.
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As the related representatives have been alredatyatly informed, the result of the ad-hoc
(N4110 is unacceptable for Hungary. In addition, for damental errors, there is no
possibility to reach consensus based onNB&1Q We are sure that the situation is mainly
caused by lack of communication and misunderstagndand hope that Unicode does not
intend to force a standard to the user communitytradicting its definitely expressed and
considered opinion. In the followings, | shortlynsmarize the main reasons of opposing the
resolution of the ad-hod®N@110:

* “0Old Hungarian” for naming the Szekely-Hungarianv@® script is unacceptable. Details:
Appendix 1.

» The whole character repertoire proposed by the Hriaig NB is necessary to be encoded.
Details: Appendix 2.

 The names of each character in the resolution efaiti-hoc 4110 in unacceptable.
Details: Appendix 3.

To summarize, the Hungarian National Body seeshamee to reach consensus based on the
resolution of the ad-hod\@110 and officially states that th®4110 and the block “Old
Hungarian”is not adequate for encoding.

The Hungarian Standards Institution (Hungarian oveti Body), the only legitimate
representative of the Szekely-Hungarian Rovas (&ld:Hungarian) is open to cooperate by
all means to resolve the unfortunate situatiomatsbonest possible way.

Sincerely yours,

Gabor Hosszu Dr.

Address: Budapest University of Technology and Economics,
Department of Electron Devices
Budapest, Pf. 91. H-1521, Hungary

Email: hosszu@eet.bme.hu




Appendix 1: Naming of the script

The ad-hoc meeting recommended the use of the “®fdhHungarian” as the name of the
script, instead of the term “Szekely-Hungarian RjvBlowever, the term “Old Hungarian” is
not acceptable; the arguments are listed below.

Arguments against the term “Old Hungarian™:

The name “Old Hungarian” is ambiguous: the Hungnalilaguistics uses this term
for denoting the medieval version of the Hungarizatin-based script (see:
http://wiki.rovas.info/index.php/Old_Hungarian_gaitji Using the term “Old
Hungarian” to another script could lead to a segioailision.

The Szekely-Hungarian Rovas was developed in th@efth Hungarian linguistic
period (3000 BC - 896 AD), before the Old Hungariaguistic period (896 AD -
1526). Consequently, using the name “Old Hungarfan'an earlier script would
be misleading.

The expression “Old Hungarian” for denoting the K&tg-Hungarian Rovas has
no traditional use either in the Hungarian cultoirén the script history.

It is noteworthy that the authors of the individsiglroposals NI3531andN3697)
frequently modified their opinion between two terfi@as naming the script: in
N3531 they used the “’Old Hungarian”, iIN3697 they switched to the similarly
incorrect “Hungarian Runic” (about its incorrectseSection 2.20f N4076, and
in Helsinki, they switched back to the “Old Hungaxi. Their wobbliness is
evident and understandable: a good solution cabedtelected from two wrong
terms.

Arguments for the term “Szekely-Hungarian Rovas”:

The variety of traditional names of the script Ugueontains adjectives; among
the most frequent ones are the “Szekely” and “Hunga Therefore, the widely
accepted name Szekely-Hungarian Rovas’ perfectly shows the traditional
naming. The Szekelys played a key role in presgriiie tradition of Szekely-
Hungarian Rovas and regarded the Rovas scriptyagdse of their identity.

The term Rovas’ has been widely used in several languagesCéedof N4120

The Rovas user community organized the “Living R&3v@onference in 2008 was
the largest ever Rovas user-researcher meetingr Aftdetailed discussion, the
attendance made the resolution that the Englishenainthe script is “Szekely-

Hungarian Rovas”.

The term “Rovas” is a _category name; three rela@tpts belong to this script
family, namely: Szekely-Hungarian Rovas (N4007), Carpathian Basin Rovas
(N4006, and Khazarian Rovas (N3999. For more detailed information see:
http://wiki.rovas.info/index.php/Rovas_Script_Faynil




Appendix 2: Refused, but necessary Szekely-Hungarian Rovas characters

The ad-hoc 4110 refused to encode several Szekely-Hungarian Rokagacters, which
are necessary in the present-day Szekely-HungRuoaas orthography and all of them must
be considered as individual letters. It is abstyuteecessary to include these missing
characters into the standard in order to avoidrimédion loss. For instance, without these
characters the automated transliteration of Lasiseld texts into Szekely-Hungarian Rovas
texts — and vice versa as well - would be impossithusing the recent Unicode repertoire to
be an unsuitable platform for Szekely-Hungarian &ofand all the computer) users.

This situation is similar to thevasei kanji(fn&!#=). These were created combining existing
components, though using a combination that isuset in China. Obviously, Japan would
have protested if the ISO/IEC JTC1/SC2/WG2 hadimdtided the wasei kanji just because
the combinations of other CJK characters couldds wo represent their meaning.

Appendix 3: The character-names

The main reason for encoding the Szekely-HungdRiaves is the present-day use; therefore,
the contemporary character names of the consoettetd must be encoded. The archaic
character names used in tid110shows an outdated state of the Rovas-related gralpby
from the middle of the 2Dcentury.

Another essential aspect to be considered is taépiesent-day user activity in the Szekely-
Hungarian Rovas orthography. Currently, in eveng pathe Hungarian society including the

state administration, the number of Szekely-HuragaRovas users is dynamically increasing.
This strong and conscious user support is mandedearly, as the Hungarian National Body,

professional and civil Rovas stakeholders offigiglipport the Szekely-Hungarian Rovas, the
Carpathian Basin Rovas, and the Khazarian Rovgsopals.

It is noteworthy that the authors of the individpabposaldN3531 andN3697 practically do
not have any connection to the Szekely-HungariamaRacommunity (their authors live
outside of Hungary). Moreover, one of them, whaipgrated in the WG2 in Helsinki, does
not know Hungarian even.




Appendix 4: List of the contributions of the Hungarian NB

Latest Szekely-Hungarian Rovas related documents, supported by the Hungarian NB:

Revised proposal for encoding the Szekely-Hungdfiewas scrip
N4007 |in the SMP of the UCS 2011-05-21
(http://std.dkuug.dk/jtc1/sc2/wg2/docs/n4007)pdf

Notes on the Szekely-Hungarian Rovas script

N0 | (http://std.dkuug. dk/jtc1/sc2/wg2/docs/n4055)pdf 2011-05-15
NAOTE | o) g e scomgoidocalndo7eypc 2011-05-22
NAOBD | o i e Uscomgaldacsindos0ypc 2011-05-25
N4120 Response to the Ad-hoc Report N4110 about the Renrgsts 2011-07-05

(http://std.dkuug.dk/jtc1/sc2/wg2/docs/n4120)pdf

Latest other Rovas related documents, supported by the Hungarian NB:

Revised proposal for encoding the Khazarian Rogaptsn the

N3999 SMP of the UCSH(ttp://std.dkuug.dk/jtc1/sc2/wg2/docs/n3999)\

)5911-05- 19

Revised proposal for encoding the Carpathian Baswas script
N4006 |in the SMP of the UCS 2011-05-19
(http://std.dkuug.dk/jtc1/sc2/wg2/docs/n4006)pdf

The Rovas-related knowledge is summarized in Emghs new book:
Gabor HosszuHeritage of Scribes. The Rovas Scripts’ RelatimnEurasian Writing
Systemdrirst edition. Budapest, 2011

Note:

Unfortunately, both the scientific results and tiser community news of the latest 2 decades
are mainly available in Hungarian. Therefore, thest®rn sources are seriously outdated,
especially in the fields of contemporary usage.

Furthermore, persons related to alternative prdpasfaSzekely-Hungarian Rovas (err: Old
Hungarian) continuously vandalize the English Wéd@a pages, deleting and altering all
information that contradicts their views. Therefotige user community just started a new
professional media, tHieovasPedia, where some Rovas-related issues are alreadynpeese

http://wiki.rovas.info/index.php/Szekely-Hungariddovas
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