LU, Qin [COMP]

From: Lee Collins <Icollins@mac.com>

Sent: Tuesday, 14 May 2019 6:04 PM

To: RaRoKEE

Cc: Andrew West; &It; LU, Qin [COMP]; Suignard Michel; Michael Everson
Subject: Re: [urgent]U+3050C and U+22C3A

Hi Eiso,

"fu"). Given that this was encoded some time ago in extension B, we would oppose moving V2-7729 to
Extension G.

Lee

i phii

© Phil phang: déi xu’ tan nhan, vii dap.
YERE AL, R B T R
Lira chdy chd dd dau vao. Viing vang néi tirc trach sao phii phang.

Hudn tuc, 3a

On May 13,2019, at 11:14 PM, FR7KIE <eisoch@126.com> wrote:

Dear Lee,
Please read T7 Irish comment in IRGN2346, P.2 as below.

| have presented UK's comment on this, but it's better to provide your comment on this to Mr.
Chen as well.

In Michel's comment, V2 glyph should be moved to Extension G.

Eiso



Ireland:

T7. Page 2671, Row 3050: CJK Unified Ideographs Extension G

Ireland requests the removal of U+3050C (UK-02790) from CIK Unified |deographs Exte
with U+22C3A. See attached image. (The T glyph form is anomalous, but as it has the re
same character as UK-02790.).
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Not accepted

It is true that U+3050C }ﬁ looks a lot like V2-7729. But the alternative solution may be t
at the position U+3050C. This should be discussed by IRG experts at IRG #32 before de



