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JUSTIFICATION:


At meeting 221, J4 decided to define notes as being informative. The author was instructed to investigate all notes to see if they contain informative or normative information.





INVESTIGATION 


(there are about 160 notes in CD1.6)





A. Some general remarks





A1. CD1.6 contains no definition for the term "informative". It can be derived, however, from paragraph 3.1, A conforming implementation, which explicitly describes what parts of this Draft International Standard are to be provided to conform. So, all other parts are to be considered (implicitly) as informative.


I suggest that we add a sentence to 3.1 which makes it clear that a note has an informative character.





A2. Paragraph 3.1 does not require annex B, Language element lists, which is described as being normative, to be provided. This should be corrected.





A3. The list of obsolete elements is currently not normative. I think it should be.Therefore, I suggest to split annex E, Archaic and obsolete language element lists, into two annexes: annex E for the obsolete elements and annex F for the archaic elements; to make the new annex E normative; and to update paragraph 3.1 accordingly.





B. Remarks on the notes





I consider the notes that are not referred to here, as correct in the sense of being informative. This is based upon the assumption that J4 follows my suggestion to make the list of obsolete elements normative.





B1. The text of the notes at the following pages is prescriptive rather than informative. I suggest to change these notes into formal text.


40


45


48


64, both notes


83


86


94


114


120


123


126, both notes


132


134, first note


164


188


200, first note


275


284, both notes


334


342, first note


344, first note


374


420


434


453, both notes


457


466


496, second note


504


554


561, first note


562


579, first note (item 15.18.2)


581, first note (item 15.18.2)


642


645, the reference to note 2 of 14.7.9.2





B2. I suggest to delete the notes at the following pages, since they add no significant information:


37


427


629





B3. For the notes at the following pages, I am not sure if they are clear enough for the reader (they aren't for me).


496, first note


561, second note





B4. At the following pages, the word note should be written in capitals:


633, four times


634, four times





C. Other remarks





C1. I found that the note at page 120 is not mentioned in the undefined language element list.
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