The following are a first UK reaction to the proposals on Part 5 contained in the document WG2-SAF2-052 “Part 5 proposed revisions and rationale” by Bruce Bargmeyer.

Following the discussion on Part 5, I’ve reviewed the current Part 5 and the above-mentioned document. Below, I’ve commented on each part of the proposals.

1. Rename clause 6.2 from “Structured names” to “Naming conventions”

Yes, this better reflects its content. The main thrust of this Part is the importance of good naming conventions. I’d observe that such an emphasis does require some guiding principles on what makes a good naming convention, such as exists in clause 7.

2. Rewrite the initial paragraph of 6.2. 

It is reasonable to expect this Part to refer to the relevant section of the Part 3 model and to indicate how to use it to register a naming convention.

The suggested text to replace Clause 6.2 paragraph 1 does seem to meet the need and to be an improvement on the existing text.

2. Add a clause identifying the Part 3 attributes for documenting a naming convention:

The second point 2 is also acceptable, except that the first word of the second sentence should be “Each”. I’m not sure if it is sufficient.

3. Put the second paragraph (and list) of the current Clause 6.2 into separate new subclause:

This part of the proposal is incomplete, and it’s not clear quite what the result would look like. The principle is acceptable that there should be a subclause saying what needs to be said about a naming convention; somewhere in Part 5t we also need to say where in the Part 3 model that information belongs. Some of what is in clause 8 may be relevant, though the intent of clause 8 was to specify extensions in the next version of Part 3, and it has now been agreed not to do that.

I do not have a strong preference as to whether the mapping of information about a naming convention to specific attributes in Part 3 should be a separate clause 8, as at present, or a subclause of clause 6.

4. Move Clause 7 to an informative annex.

No. Clause 7 is a useful and generally applicable set of principles guiding the formulation of a naming convention.

5. Move Clause 6.1 to a tutorial 

No. This clause can not say more about namespaces than is supported in the current Part 3, but it can and should explain how to use what is currently in Part 3 to support the concept of a namespace. I would like to see removed all references to XML: the second paragraph, and the second sentence of the third paragraph.

6. Revise Clause 4.3 to read ...

Yes, this is a helpful correction.

Tim Bourne,
2003.February.04

