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4.0（IRGN2223） 
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Action: For consideration by the IRG 
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According to IRGN2220 the IRG Meeting #48 recommendations,: IRG member’s 

chief editors and other individual reviewers should submit their review comments to 

the IRG Chief Editor before Sept. 1st, 2017. Henry submits his additional review 

comments on TCA’s characters at Oct. 13th, 2017. TCA recommends that if a huge 

review document is to be submitted, need to be provided two weeks before the 

meeting, because there is a need to have sufficient time to check the documents. And 

thanks for the work of Henry. 

 

In the document, Henry pointed out that some characters are the “error” glyph of other 

characters. We hope Henry can provide a clear definition about “error” glyph to IRG, 

which we don’t think the characters from 《碑別字新編》, 《金石文字辨異》, 《偏

類碑別字》, 《廣碑別字》 and so on are the “error” glyphs, which were mentioned by 

Henry again and again. The TCA’s submitted characters are needed to use for 

academic purposes, for life or for government requirement. These characters have 

been used for a long time, we disagree with the comments to define that they are the 

“error” glyphs.  

 

The following is the TCA’s response to Henry’s additional review: 

2.1 01921

 

DISAGREE. We will withdraw the decision on 02722. SAT 

has submitted five characters which “亾” is the component 

into WS2017, such as USAT05638 , USAT05640 , 

USAT06094 , USAT06095 , USAT07069

( duplicate character with 02722/T13-2F23); UTC has 

submitted one, such as UTC-03126 . We support to encode 

these characters like T13-2C48 and T13-2F23 strongly.  
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2.2 05084 DISAGREE. No rules.  

 

2.3 02723 

02728 

02724 

03996 

DISAGREE. We have explained the reason to disunify at IRG 

#48.  

 

2.4 03995 AGREE.  

 

3.1 03528 OPPOSE STRONGLY. The characters which own the different 

shapes can’t be unified.  

 

3.2 03543 DISAGREE. 艸 & 艹 are NUCV as Henry said. We suggest 

re-encode H-8EFD  according to NUCV.  

                        

 

3.3 03763 OPPOSE STRONGLY. The characters which own the different 

shapes can’t be unified. 



3 
 

 

And is variant of 「睦」 

「盇」is variant of 盍 

 

3.4 02718 DISAGREE. 

 

3.5 02309 OPPOSE STRONGLY. 爪 and 示/礻 own the different 

shapes. It’s too unfriendly for the end users when they are 

unified via IVD.  

 

3.6 03542 DISAGREE. unify to 艾(U+827E) 

 is a variant of 「刈」not艾(U+827E) 

 

3.7 02789 DISAGREE. The right-side component of the 

character(02789) is “⿱冖豕”, not “冡”. Not in UCV#371 rule. 

 

javascript:void(0);
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3.8 02031 No objection.  

 

3.9 02270 AGREE. Horizontal extension.  

 

4.1 02462 AGREE and support to do that strongly.  

 

5.1 03408 DISAGREE. The glyph should match the evidence.  

What Henry talking is another character  , the 

character is a variant of 稘 

 

5.2 03550 DISAGREE. The glyph should match the evidence. If Henry 

or other reviewers want TCA to normalize the glyph, please 

provide the evidence which shows the glyph is ⿱龷𠬞. We 

don’t want to create a new character without any evidence. 

 

5.3 02229 DISAGREE. Refer to the evidence, we marked the error 

glyph. It’s from 《碑別字新編．齊平等寺碑》,see the original 

source:  

 (from the 

MOE’s Dictionary of Chinese Character Variants (教育部《異體字字典》)) 

However, the correct evidence of 02229, please see Fig. 1. 

http://dict.variants.moe.edu.tw/main.htm
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5.4 01954 

AGREE. We will update the glyph.  

 

5.5 03526 AGREE. We will update the glyph to match the evidence. Like 

「進」 

 

 

5.6 01973 
DISAGREE. We think Eiso’s comment is better. ⿰氵⿻王八 

 

5.7 02719 AGREE.  

 AGREE. IDS change to ⿰大目 

5.8 02650 DISAGREE.  Radical keep it to 白 

 

5.9 03334 

 

No objection.  

The character is a variant to 冕 radical should be #14冖  

SC=7 
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5.10 03337 DISAGREE.  

The character is a variant of「澤」，Radical should be 网 

 

5.11 03413 DISAGREE. Please see the two new pieces of evidence(Fig. 

2&3).  

The evidence shows「⿰⺼巨」is a kind of animal organ, which 

it is used for a name of one kind of traditional Chinese 

Medicine, so the radical should be #130 肉. 

 

5.12 03636 AGREE. The radical should be #37 大，SC=12，FS =1  
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We are against the comments 

on this part strongly. The 

characters Henry mentioned 

aren’t “error” glyphs as we 

know. We oppose to unify 

them by any ways at this 

moment and disagree to add 

these cases into UCV. It’s too 

unfriendly for the end users to 

not encode them as the 

separate characters.  

BTW, what’s the matter of the 

comments on 04729, 04723, 

04294?  
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Fig. 1. 

 
Fig. 2. 

王肯堂: 《外科證治準繩》（文淵閣四庫本）, 卷一百十四, P. 3 
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Fig.3. 

陳夢雷: 《外科附骨流注門》（古今圖書集成本）, 第三百八十八卷， 醫部彙考

三百六十八, 第四五三冊, P. 30. 
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