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1. Bevezetés. A rovasiras egy runajellegii irds a
magyar nyelv lejegyzésére. Az irds sordn
haszndltak nagyja szabdlyos eurdpaiirdsjel. Ezen
atvett, {rasiranyhoz igazitott eurdpai irdsjeleken tul
két masik, eddig nem kdédolt is hasznédlatban van,
ehelyt inditvanyozva tehat:

U+2E33 . FORDITOTT VESSZO
— U+002C , vesszd
— U+060C . arab vesszd
U+2E34 .. KETTOS ALSO FORDITOTT KILENCES
IDEZOJEL
— U+201E ,, kett6s also kilences idézdjel

Amiképp a tobbiek, ugy ezen irdsjelek sem
keriilnek tiikrozésre iranyfeliilirds hasznalatakor; a
kozpontozas alak alapjan torténik. Egy jobbrdl
balra, az inditvanyozott U+2E33 FORDITOTT
VESSZOVEL firt szovegben ki kell cserélni ezt a jelet
U+002C vEsSzO-re, ha iranyfeliilirast alkalmaznak
a balrdl jobbra irashoz.

This document replaces part of N3615 (2009-04-
16) .

1. Introduction. The Hungarian Runic script is a
runiform script used to write the Hungarian
language. Most of the punctuation used with this
script is standard European punctuation.
Alongside these European punctuation marks
adapted to fit the writing direction are two
characters which have not yet been encoded,
proposed here as:

U+2E33 . REVERSED COMMA
— U+002C , comma
— U+060C . arabic comma
U+2E34 .. DOUBLE LOW-REVERSED-9 QUOTATION
MARK
— U+201E ,, double low-9 quotation mark

Like the other characters above, these characters
do not mirror when directional overrides are used;
punctuation is handled by shape. A right-to-left
text written with the proposed U+2E33 REVERSED
coMMA will have to have that character changed to
U+002C commA if directional overrides are used to
cause left-to-right behaviour.



2. Unicode Character Properties/Unicode betiitulajdonsdgok

2E33;REVERSED COMMA;Po;0;0ON;;;;:N;;::5
2E34;DOUBLE LOW-REVERSED-9 QUOTATION MARK;Ps;0;ON;;;;;N;;;;;
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Figures/Abrdk

Alkoss minél t6bb szot a kdvetkezd betikbsl: 4, 4, 2, T, A, ¢,3,9,9, %, N, A,
Y, M. (legalabb 60 sz6 készithetd), és ird be a gyakorl6 flizetedbe!

Melyik a kakukktojas? Karikazd be!
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Figure 1. Sample text in Hungarian Runic. Note the use of U+204F ; REVERSED SEMICOLON
and the proposed U+2E33 . REVERSED COMMA, alongside the ordinary U+002C , coMMA
above in Latin text. Since U+002C is used in Hebrew text with no mirroring, U+2E33
should be encoded for generic use as here in Hungarian Runic.

1. dabra. Mintaszoveg rovdsirdssal. Figyeljiik meg az U+204F ; FORDITOTT PONTOSVESSZO €s az
inditvanyozott U+2E33 . FORDITOTT VESSZO, az egyszerii U+002C , VESSZO fenti latinbetiis
szoveg melletti haszndlatdt. Mivel az U+002C a héberben tiikrozés nélkiil haszndlatos, az
U+2E33-t kiilon, dltaldnos célra—mint itt a rovdsirdsban—kell kodolni.
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Figure 2. Sample text in Hungarian Runic. Note the use of the proposed U+2E33 . REVERSED
CcoMMA and of the proposed U+2E34 .. DOUBLE LOW-REVERSED-9 QUOTATION MARK.

2. dbra. Mintaszoveg rovdsirdssal. Figyeljiik meg az inditvdnyozott U+2E33 . FORDITOTT
VESSZO és U+2E34 .. KETTOS ALSO FORDITOTT KILENCES IDEZOJEL haszndlatdt.



A. Administrative

1. Title

Proposal for encoding generic punctuation used with the Hungarian Runic script
2. Requester’s name

Michael Everson and André Szabolcs Szelp.

3. Requester type (Member body/Liaison/Individual contribution)
Individual contribution.

4. Submission date

2009-07-22

5. Requester’s reference (if applicable)

6. Choose one of the following:

6a. This is a complete proposal

Yes.

6b. More information will be provided later

No.

B. Technical — General

1. Choose one of the following:

la. This proposal is for a new script (set of characters)

No.

1b. Proposed name of script

1c. The proposal is for addition of character(s) to an existing block

Yes.

1d. Name of the existing block

Supplemental Punctuation.

2. Number of characters in proposal

2.

3. Proposed category (A-Contemporary; B.1-Specialized (small collection); B.2-Specialized (large collection); C-Major extinct; D-
Attested extinct; E-Minor extinct; F-Archaic Hieroglyphic or Ideographic; G-Obscure or questionable usage symbols)

Category A.

4a. Is arepertoire including character names provided?

Yes.

4b. If YES, are the names in accordance with the “character naming guidelines” in Annex L of P&P document?

Yes.

4c. Are the character shapes attached in a legible form suitable for review?

Yes.

5a. Who will provide the appropriate computerized font (ordered preference: True Type, or PostScript format) for publishing the
standard?

Michael Everson.

5b. If available now, identify source(s) for the font (include address, e-mail, ftp-site, etc.) and indicate the tools used:

Michael Everson, Fontographer.

6a. Are references (to other character sets, dictionaries, descriptive texts etc.) provided?

Yes.

6b. Are published examples of use (such as samples from newspapers, magazines, or other sources) of proposed characters attached?
Yes.

7. Does the proposal address other aspects of character data processing (if applicable) such as input, presentation, sorting, searching,
indexing, transliteration etc. (if yes please enclose information)?

Yes.

8. Submitters are invited to provide any additional information about Properties of the proposed Character(s) or Script that will assist
in correct understanding of and correct linguistic processing of the proposed character(s) or script. Examples of such properties are:
Casing information, Numeric information, Currency information, Display behaviour information such as line breaks, widths etc.,
Combining behaviour, Spacing behaviour, Directional behaviour, Default Collation behaviour, relevance in Mark Up contexts,
Compatibility equivalence and other Unicode normalization related information. See the Unicode standard at http://www.unicode.org
for such information on other scripts. Also see Unicode Character Database http://www.unicode.org/Public/UNIDATA/
UnicodeCharacterDatabase.html and associated Unicode Technical Reports for information needed for consideration by the Unicode
Technical Committee for inclusion in the Unicode Standard.

See above.

C. Technical - Justification

1. Has this proposal for addition of character(s) been submitted before? If YES, explain.

Yes. N3615.

2a. Has contact been made to members of the user community (for example: National Body, user groups of the script or characters,
other experts, etc.)?

Yes.

2b. If YES, with whom?

Gabor Bakonyi, Maria Tiszdné Bencsik, Tamas Béoroczki, Klara Friedrich, Gabor Hosszi, Adam Jo6, Gyozé
Libisch, Tamas Rumi, Gaspar Sinai, Gabor Szakacs, Laszl6 Sipos, Andras Tisza, Andras Zahonyi.



2¢. If YES, available relevant documents

3. Information on the user community for the proposed characters (for example: size, demographics, information technology use, or
publishing use) is included?

Historical and contemporary cultural use by Hungarians.

4a. The context of use for the proposed characters (type of use; common or rare)

Rare but pervasive.

4b. Reference

5a. Are the proposed characters in current use by the user community?

Yes.

5b. If YES, where?

In Hungary.

6a. After giving due considerations to the principles in the P&P document must the proposed characters be entirely in the BMP?
Yes.

6b. If YES, is arationale provided?

Yes.

6c. If YES, reference

These are generic punctuation characters.

7. Should the proposed characters be kept together in a contiguous range (rather than being scattered)?

Yes.

8a. Can any of the proposed characters be considered a presentation form of an existing character or character sequence?
No.

8b. If YES, is arationale for its inclusion provided?

8c. If YES, reference

9a. Can any of the proposed characters be encoded using a composed character sequence of either existing characters or other proposed
characters?

No.

9b. If YES, is arationale for its inclusion provided?

9c¢. If YES, reference

10a. Can any of the proposed character(s) be considered to be similar (in appearance or function) to an existing character?
No.

10b. If YES, is arationale for its inclusion provided?

10c. If YES, reference

11a. Does the proposal include use of combining characters and/or use of composite sequences (see clauses 4.12 and 4.14 in ISO/IEC
10646-1: 2000)?

No.

11b. If YES, is arationale for such use provided?

11c. If YES, reference

11d. Is alist of composite sequences and their corresponding glyph images (graphic symbols) provided?

No.

11e. If YES, reference

12a. Does the proposal contain characters with any special properties such as control function or similar semantics?

No.

12b. If YES, describe in detail (include attachment if necessary)

13a. Does the proposal contain any Ideographic compatibility character(s)?

No.

13b. If YES, is the equivalent corresponding unified ideographic character(s) identified?



