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Rex presented these papers and pointed out that WG4 has a number of decisions to make this week (see the
guestions below). Based on these questions, on Wednesday, Murata-san presented a series of
recommendations:

a. Do we want to commit to a schedule for publishing the COR1 set? Yes
i What is that schedule? Assuming that a final draft will be ready in time, we produce the
DCOR1 set immediately after the June 2009 (Copenhagen) meeting.
b. Do we want to create any amendments? Yes
i. How many and what will the scope of each be? 3 (1 each for Parts 1, 2 and 4), with the
scopes to be determined.
ii. What will the schedule for each be? Assuming that a final draft will be ready in time, we
produce the (F)PDAM1 set immediately after the June 2009 (Copenhagen) meeting.
iii. Who will draft the resolutions asking SC 34 for permission to create corresponding new
projects? Jesper Lund Stocholm, Shawn Villaron and Rex Jaeschke
iv. Who will be the editor for each? Murata-san proposed that Rex Jaeschke be the editor for
Parts 1 and 4. Murata-san proposed that we decide on the editor for the Part 2 amendment
on the first teleconference.

These proposals were approved without objection.

Rex also had an action item to “discuss with ITTF the process for producing a reprinted version of 29500 rather
than a stand-alone COR”.

ITTF responded that they don’t multiple reprints on the same base edition. After some discussion, WG4
members asked the editor to take the following action item below.

Action: Project Editor will contact ITTF again to clarify this with respect to the plan WG4 may have at the end of
this meeting regarding having multiple CORs and AMDs.

6. Defect reports

At the Okinawa meeting and this meeting, several members expressed concern that the resolutions proposed
for some DRs involved the addition or change of functionality, and, as such, should be published in an
amendment rather than a technical corrigendum.

Action: Shawn Villaron and Francis Cave agreed to perform triage on the DRs identified as being questionable
for a COR, and to bring their recommendations to WG4. Done (see recommendations below under each DR’s
entry).

Action: Shawn Villaron and Francis Cave will write up the criteria they used to determine if a defect’s resolution
should go in a COR or an AMD. (This will serve as the basis for such decisions in the future.) Done, see WG4
N 0036, which was presented at the SC 34 Plenary.

Status of DRs processed at this meeting:



N 0038 -ISO/IEC]JTC 1/SC 34/WG4 Minutes for the Prague Meeting, 2009-03-24/26

08-0011 — WML: USE OF TRANSITIONAL ATTRIBUTE IN CNFSTYLE STRICT MODE EXAMPLE
This DR is not related to binary documents.
08-0012 — SCHEMAS: SUPPOSEDLY INCORRECT SCHEMA NAMESPACE NAMES

Shawn Villaron made a presentation then led a discussion on this. At the end, the following possible approaches
were identified:

e Option 1: Change all IS 29500-specific namespaces to allow for differentiation with the ECMA-376-
specific schemas

e Option 2: Extend the conformance attribute on the root elements for WordprocessingML,
SpreadsheetML and PresentationML

e Option 3: Add a new optional version attribute on the root elements for WordprocessingML,
SpreadsheetML and PresentationML

e Option 4: Add a new optional version attribute on type element in the [Content_Types].xml part for all
packages

e Option 5: Add a new optional version attribute as an optional custom document property

e Option 6: Add a new optional part OPC that would include a version attribute

After a lengthy discussion, Murata-san asked a small group (Shawn, Florian, Inigo, Jesper, and Mohamed) to go
off and draft a more narrow set of proposals. The next day, this group reported it developed the following
guiding principles to evaluate the options:

e To push producers gently towards strict conformance
e Toimprove interoperability
e To do no evil to the 29500 ecosystem (i.e., files, end users and implementations)

The group went through the set of options looking at the degree to which each would solve the problem as well
as the “cost” imposed on applications to handle the consequence of the solution. As a result, the six options
were reduced to the following two:

1. Change the namespace name for strict schemas only
2. Extend the existing conformance attribute

There was another lengthy discussion.

Regarding other standards (such as XPS) that are using OPC: The conformance attribute approach does not help
them nor would any change to the namespace for Part 1 only.

Action: Jesper will produce a paper on the two remaining alternatives for circulation to WG4.
The solution to this DR should be published in an Amendment.

09-0001 — SML, CHARTS, TREND LINES: INCORRECT RANGE RESTRICTION IN BACKWARD AND FORWARD
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A prose change explaining this attribute is preferred to changing the name of the attribute. Will propose
wording.

09-0055 — PML, PRESENTATION: TYPE OF THE ATTRIBUTE PITCHFAMILY IS TOO LOOSE

Understood; more work needed.

09-0056 — DML, MAIN: TYPE OF THE ATTRIBUTE PITCHFAMILY IS TOO LOOSE

Understood; more work needed.

09-0057 — PML, PRESENTATION: ALLOW ALIASES AS VALUES FOR ATTRIBUTE TYPEFACE
Understood; more work needed.

09-0058 — DML, MAIN: POSSIBLE VALUES OF ATTRIBUTE SCRIPT ARE UNCLEAR

Understood; more work needed.

09-0059 — DML, MAIN: RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE SYMBOL FONT AND SYMBOL CHARACTER SET
Understood; more work needed.

09-0060 — WML, FONTS: NAMES SHOULD BE REGISTERED AT IANA

Apparently, this is clean-up from the BRM where it was agreed that code pages names should be replaced.
09-0061 — SHARED MLS, SHARED SIMPLE TYPES: CONSTRAIN ST_PANOSE VALUE SET

Can we still continue to use the xsd:hexBinary type and use the proposed regular expression?
09-0062 — WML, SETTINGS: SEMANTICS OF SHORT FILE NAMES

Adopted the proposed solution and added text saying that short names are not case-sensitive. Closed.
The solution to this DR should be published in a Technical Corrigenda.

09-0063 — WML, FIELDS: FORM FIELD PROPERTIES LENGTH

Still not sure of the units.

09-0064 — WML, SIMPLE TYPES: ST_FFHELPTEXTVAL LENGTH

Still not sure of the units.

09-0065 — WML, SIMPLE TYPES: ST_FFNAME LENGTH

Still not sure of the units.

09-0066 — WML, SIMPLE TYPES: ST_MACRONAME LENGTH
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Still not sure of the units.

09-0067 — SML, WORKBOOK: SEMANTICS OF SHORT FILE NAMES
Adopted the proposed solution and added text saying that short names are not case-sensitive. Closed.
The solution to this DR should be published in a Technical Corrigenda.
09-0068 — SML, STYLES: NAME ATTRIBUTE LENGTH

62 octets.

09-0069 — SML, PIVOT TABLES: LONGTEXT ATTRIBUTE LENGTH

510 octets

09-0070 — PML, PRESENTATION: MODIFYVERIFIER PASSWORD LENGTH
Adopted the proposed solution. Closed.

The solution to this DR should be published in a Technical Corrigenda.
09-0071 — WML, SIMPLE TYPES: KATAKANA ENUMERATION EXAMPLES

It appears that after one pass through the syllabary, the characters are used again from the start rather than
appending a duplicate character.

09-0072 — WML, SIMPLE TYPES: ST_BRCLEAR TERMINOLOGY USAGE

Agreed with the proposed solution. Editor to show exact wording changes. Closed.

The solution to this DR should be published in a Technical Corrigenda.

09-0073 — WML, SIMPLE TYPES: ST_BRCLEAR EXTRANEOUS TEXT

Agreed with the proposed solution. Closed.

The solution to this DR should be published in a Technical Corrigenda.

09-0092 — WML: IDENTICAL DEFINITIONS FOR ST_NUMBERFORMAT ENUMERATION VALUES

If they truly are equivalent, can we move decimalFullWidth2 to transitional only? If so, this becomes a technical
DR with a schema change to Parts 1 and 4.

09-0099 — SML: NO NORMATIVE REFERENCES OR DEFINITIONS FOR “MDX” AND “OLAP”
Is MDX covered by the OSP?

Action: Doug to investigate.
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09-0100 — PART 1: UNNECESSARY ANNEX

Confirmed. Remove annex and do not move it to Part 4.

09-0103 — WML: ERROR IN WML SCHEMA

Will be considered along with DR 08-0001 through 0008.

09-0104 — DML: CONTRADICTION BETWEEN TEXT AND DML-WORDPROCESSINGDRAWING SCHEMA
Discussed; change the schema or the prose?

09-0105 — WML: ERRORS IN EXAMPLES

Discussed; no resolution

09-0106 — PML: ERRORS IN EXAMPLES

Discussed; no resolution

09-0159 — GENERAL: UNINTENDED INCOMPATIBILITIES BETWEEN TRANSITIONAL SCHEMA AND ECMA-376

There were concerns that resolving this would overturn a vote of the BRM. Various members spoke for/against
doing that. It was decided to cover this on an up-coming teleconference.

7. Comment collection form

At the Okinawa meeting, Doug Mahugh agreed to “look at implementing the suggested improvements” made at
that meeting. (See Doug’s report in mail on 2009-03-18 and subsequent postings by others.)

On Tuesday, Jesper ask to add to this topic a discussion of moving to a more sophisticated system for tracking
the status of DRs and proposed amendments. On Wednesday, this topic was revisited, and after some
discussion, no decision was made.

There were concerns that the current approach might not scale well as the number of DRs increased. In
response, the editor pointed out that the size of the DR log will not necessarily grow much; as DR solutions were
rolled into DCORs and (F)PDAMs, they would be removed from the DR log.

8. Extension proposals from member bodies and liaisons

There was a short discussion on the paper submitted by Japan: WG4 N 0027, “An OOXML extension proposal for
checking and normalizing characters”, after which WG4 invited Japan to submit a detailed proposal on this topic.

The convener encouraged members to submit new proposals.

Several Ecma delegates indicated that Ecma expects to submit some proposals for consideration at the
December 2009 meeting, and possibly even at the September 2009 meeting.
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9. Conformance Testing

Doug Mahugh mentioned the document validity program being driven by Fraunhofer FOKUS. (See
http://www.fokus.fraunhofer.de/en/elan/projekte/international/laufende projekte/Document-

Interop Lab/index.html for details.)

WG4 members are encouraged to participate in this work. There will be workshops in London and Berlin later
this year, the primary purpose of which will be to refine the plans for the document test suite and validator.

WG4 members discussed the general topic and spoke of their experiences in other standards groups.

e “Itis OK for WG4 representatives to develop tests, but not to be involved in determining if any
implementation conforms.”
e “Right now, our primary focus is on maintenance, so let’s concentrate on that.”

e “Does WG4's scope allow is to work on testing?”

10.Future meetings

Face-to-Face Meetings:

The schedule is as follows:

m oo o0 T

2009-06-22/24 (3" day in parallel with WG5, which meets 24/26), Copenhagen, DK
2009-09-13/16, Seattle, Washington, US, (in conjunction with the SC 34 plenary)
2009-12-07/11 or 2009-12-14/18 (exact dates to be decided), Paris, FR
2010-03-22/25, Stockholm, SE (in conjunction with the SC 34 plenary)

2010-06-14/18 (proposed; exact dates to be decided), Helsinki, FI

2010-09-??/?7?, <city?>, ZA (in conjunction with the SC 34 plenary)

2009-12-06/10 or 2009-12-13/17 (exact dates to be decided), tentative offer from CN

Teleconferences:

The schedule is as follows:

m o o T

2009-04-16, 13:00 GMT (See http://www.timeanddate.com/worldclock/meeting.html for
translation of GMT to your time zone.) [see WG4 document N 0021 for call-in details]
2009-04-30, 13:00 GMT

2009-05-14, 13:00 GMT

2009-05-28, 13:00 GMT

2009-06-11, 13:00 GMT

Action: Murata-san will produce a document announcing the four teleconferences to be held on 2009-04-30 and

later.

11.Any other business

a.

Review of action items: Rex read out the action items assigned during the meeting.
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b. Host facilities and support: By acclamation, WG4 expressed its appreciation to Jirka Kosek and

UNMZ for hosting this meeting of WG4.
c. By acclamation, WG4 expressed its appreciation to Microsoft for the dinner on Wednesday and to

Sursen for lunch on Thursday.
d. Summary of the issues to be brought to the SC 34 Plenary:
i. Having a public archive of WG email.
ii. Criteria for determining if a defect solution should go into a COR or and AMD.
iii. Resolution to create projects for three Amendments (and get approval for project editors).

12. Closing

Adjourned by unanimous consent at 16:15, Thursday, March 26.
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