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DISCUSSION:

Initial Investigation

Reference 3 open issue states:

1.  Should the specification take account of the user defined area so the used area within it is reported as valid NATIONAL from the class condition?

At the meeting 212, the author was directed to investigate this issue.

Conclusion of the investigation is:  no action is needed to address this issue.

I think the CD1.7 defines that, in the class condition, the characters in a character set referenced by alphabet-name is implementor defined.  Thus, whether or not the set includes the user defined area is implementor defined.  The reason is as follows.

a) Pages 209-211, 12.2.6.3, SPECIAL-NAMES paragraph, general rule 7).  All phrases for the ALPHABET clause give you mapping to the native character set (a.k.a. computer's coded character set) in the implementor-defined manner.

b) Page 72, 8.1.1, Computer's coded character set, penultimate paragraph, first sentence.  It says, "The implementor shall specify the encoding of the computer's alphanumeric character set and the computer's national character set."

Therefore, if the implementor provides the capability to treat characters in user defined area as national, and the implementor maps character to one of the national characters in the coded character set referenced by the alphabet-name in the class condition, then the condition will be true.

I add some wording to clarify that the word "encoding" in the above quotation also means the set of characters.

Meeting xxx:

PROPOSED CHANGES TO BASE DOCUMENT:

 AUTONUM 
Page 72, 8.1.1, Computer's coded character set, penultimate paragraph, first sentence.  Change in part to read:

"The implementor shall specify the encoding and the set of characters for each of the computer's alphanumeric ..."

SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES (NOT AFFECTING):
NONE.

SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES (POTENTIALLY AFFECTING):
NONE.

OBSOLETE LANGUAGE ELEMENT LIST:
NONE.

ARCHAIC LANGUAGE ELEMENT LIST:
NONE.

IMPLEMENTOR-DEFINED LANGUAGE ELEMENT LIST:
NONE.

PROCESSOR-DEPENDENT ELEMENT LIST:
NONE.

UNDEFINED LANGUAGE ELEMENT LIST:
NONE.

INDEX:
NONE.

SUMMARY OF CHANGES MADE TO ADOPT JOD 1993:
NONE.

RESOLVED ISSUES:
NONE.

OPEN ISSUES:
NONE.

