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DISCUSSION:
This addresses the following quality review comments:

1. 98-0482/6:   Page 194, SPECIAL-NAMES, 12.2.6.3, GRs 6k and 6i:   for code-name-1 and code-name-2, clarify that they reference a statically-defined coded character set/collating sequence, and not a locale.  {this has been misinterpreted to allow a locale referenced by code-name.}

2. 98-0475/28 d:    Page   734, C.14.1, Culturally-specific applications:   

d.  In the related rules, clarify that code-name references a statically-defined code set/collating sequence - - there has been misunderstanding that code-name might reference a locale.

3. 98-0571/5:   Pages 192 thru 194, 12.2.6.3, SPECIAL-NAMES:   

a.   Whether a pre-defined alphabet references a collating sequence, a coded character set, or both should be re-examined.   The initial goal was that each name define both, and some of them were force-fit to do this:   for example, the collating sequence of UTF-8 is defined as the sequence of the characters in UCS-2.  However, the goal was unrealistic and fell apart when STANDARD-3 was added as a collating sequence alone. 

The following changes should be made:

1)   rule 6f)   The LOCALE phrase should reference only a collating sequence.

2)   rule 6i)   The UTF-8 phrase should reference only a coded character set.

3)   rule 6j)   The UTF-16 phrase should reference only a coded character set.

4)   rules 6k and 6l:  Whether code-name-1 or code-name-2 references a collating sequence, a coded character set, or both should be implementor-defined.

5)   rule 6m)   The literal phrase should always define both a collating sequence and coded character set.  Therefore,  "and/or"  should be changed to "and".   Currently, whether one or the other (or both) is being defined depends on which language features use it later, which means the implementor has to be prepared for use in both ways.   Therefore, this implicitly means it is both – and we should say so.

b.   Also, there should be a better description, either in 8.1.3, Alphabets, or in 12.2.6, SPECIAL-NAMES, that clarifies this dual or "either/or" nature of the predefined alphabets.  Currently, 8.1.3 does not help much, and readers are confused about the requirements.

PROPOSED CHANGES:
1. Page 74, 8.1.3, Alphabets, first sentence, change in part to read:   "character sets or collating sequences, or both."

2. Page 81, 8.3.1.1.1.1, Alphabet-name, first sentence, change in part to read:   "… character set or collating sequence, or both."

3. Page 204, 12.2.6, SPECIAL-NAMES, 5th bullet, add "or both, " at the end of the text.

4. Page 209, 12.2.6.3, SPECIAL-NAMES, general rule 7, add the following after the NOTE in the paragraph lead-in:

"Table nn indicates for each operand of the ALPHABET clause whether the alphabet-name references a coded character set, a collating sequence, or both.

Table nn   —   Relationship of alphabet-name to coded character set and collating sequence

ALPHABET clause operand
Coded character set
Collating sequence

LOCALE
            
            (

NATIVE
            (
            (

STANDARD-1
            (
            (

STANDARD-2
            (
            (

STANDARD-3

            (

UCS-2
            (
            (

UCS-4
            (
            (

UTF-8
            (


UTF-16
            (


code-name-1
            (
            (

code-name-2
            (
            (

literal phrase
            (
            (

5. Page 210, 12.2.6.3, SPECIAL-NAMES, general rule 7 a), change in part to read:   "… implied, a coded character set referenced by alphabet-name-1 is an alphanumeric coded character set and a collating sequence referenced by alphabet-name-1 is an alphanumeric collating sequence.  "

6. Page 210, 12.2.6.3, SPECIAL-NAMES, general rule 7 b), change in part to read:    "… specified, a coded character set referenced by alphabet-name-2 is a national coded character set and a collating sequence referenced by alphabet-name-2 is a national collating sequence.  "

7. Page 210, 12.2.6.3, SPECIAL-NAMES, general rule 7 d), change in part to read:

"When the NATIVE phrase is specified:

a)   If the ALPHANUMERIC phrase is specified or implied, … are referenced;

b)   If the NATIONAL phrase is specified, … are referenced."

{With the current wording, the "otherwise" means other than NATIVE as well as other than ALPHANUMERIC, which of course is not what is meant.} 

8. Page 210, 12.2.6.3, SPECIAL-NAMES, general rule 7 f), 

a.   first sentence, change in part to read:   "… specified, the collating sequence identified is defined by the locale …"

{Removes a locale-defined coded character set.   I do not think the mapping can be done reliably}

b.   second sentence, change in part to read:   "… alphanumeric collating sequence is identified; … national collating sequence is identified."

9. Page 210, 12.2.6.3, SPECIAL-NAMES, general rule 7 eye:

a.   second sentence, change "UCS-4" to "UCS-2 or UCS-4"

b.   delete the last sentence.

10. Page 211, 12.2.6.3, SPECIAL-NAMES, general rule 7 j):   delete the last sentence

11. Page 211, 12.2.6.3, SPECIAL-NAMES, general rule 7 k):   add the following as a new paragraph:

"The coded character set referenced by code-name-1 is statically defined."

12. Page 211, 12.2.6.3, SPECIAL-NAMES, general rule 7 l):   add the following as a new paragraph:

"The coded character set referenced by code-name-2 is statically defined."

13. Page 211, 12.2.6.3, SPECIAL-NAMES, general rule 7 m), first sentence, change "and/or" to "and" and change "is defined" to "are defined".
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