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	6.8
	all
	te
	The reserved keyword properties in section 6.8 of 20944-2 CD3   need further explanation and examples. ._typeas: has a brief example, and ._value: is described in 6.7, but the rest have nothing.

._prop: 

What other properties might the data object have?  Does this keyword return just the names of available properties, or there values as well.  Can properties have other than a single value?
._type / ._typeas:

Is the list of valid types implementation-defined?
._label : 

Is this the name of the object, or something else? What if an object has multiple names?

[This comment is Bugzilla issue 278.]
	Provide sample syntax for each keyword, with examples of data that might be returned for each keyword from different types of data object.
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	ISO/IEC 2nd CD 19763-1

	001
	JPN-P01-001
	
	General
	General
	This project consolidation and its CD ballot resolution are grounded on only the WG2 resolutions at Huntsville, which have not yet authorized by the SC32 level resolution.

So, this consolidated project is not yet initiated  and and cannot go to the CD stage. So, this CD ballot is void.

See 6.2.2.1and Item3, 12.5.7, ISO/IEC JTC1 N8105 ISO/IEC JTC 1 Directives, 5th Edition, Version 1.0
	

	002
	JPN-P01-002
	
	General
	General
	32N1570B-ballot for CD3 24944-2 says “Date of circulation: 2007-04-20, Closing date: 2007-07-15”.

However, 9.4.1, ISO/IEC JTC1 N8105 ISO/IEC JTC 1 Directives, 5th Edition, Version 1.0 says “In the case of CDs/PDAMs/PDISPs/PDTRs, this date should be no less than three

months from the date of notification of issue.”
So, the closing date shall be after 2007-07-20.
	


End of Paper
	GB
	General
	
	ge/te
	It is not clear what the term ‘coding bindings’ means
	
	

	GB
	General
	
	ed
	Many terms (for example “data object” in Clause 5.3.1.1) are enclosed in quotes, without any explanation as to the significance of the quotes.  Either the quotes should be removed or their significance explained.
	
	

	GB
	5.3
	
	te
	‘Data Structuring Model’.  This term is not understood.
	
	

	GB
	5.3.1.1
	
	ed
	English: … an “data object” …
	… a “data object” …
	

	GB
	5.3.1.1
	
	ed
	‘Data objects are structured data characterized by following.’  This sentence is not understood.
	
	

	GB
	5.4.2.6
	
	te
	‘Soft links are implicitly "chased" (automatically "dereferenced").’  What is the significance of using both "chased" and "dereferenced" here?  Would it not be more appropriate to just use "dereferenced"?
	
	

	GB
	5.4.2.7
	
	te
	‘References must be explicitly "chased" (or "dereferenced").’  What is the significance of using both "chased" and "dereferenced" here?  Would it not be more appropriate to just use "dereferenced"?
	
	

	GB
	10
	
	ed
	This is a placeholder that should be removed.
	
	

	GB
	11.2
	
	ed
	ISO 11404 is referenced in this clause, yet is not included in the normative references clause (Clause 2).
	
	


	0001
	US
	general
	
	te
	The 20944 parts 2, 3, and 4 should describe the minimum expected limits that are supported across all implementations.  For example, when storing an 11179 attribute via 20944, what size should be accepted on all implementations: 1KB, 1MB, 1GB, or somewhere in between?
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