1. Modification to PRR on page 24: Add Electronic ID to the end of PART_TXT and Sr. No. to the end of PART_ID, separated by a colon. It may be OK for PART_ID since it less likely to have a colon in original part ID. However, it is hard to prevent having a colon in PART_TXT. It is the text description of the part. My suggestion is either to have a keyword like EID in front of Electronic ID, or to put it in PART_ID also to make PART_ID as three fields separated by colon. This assumes that part ID, Electronic ID and Sr. No. all should not include colon.

· Resolution: Group to think more and make a proposal
 Proposals: 
· local delimiter definitions; first character to define the delimiter

· using backslash; two of them together

2. CNR record on page 41: I am not clear about this record. The explanations of some fields are not clear. It says that CNR_IDX is assigned to each SNR (Signal Name Record?).  It could be typo and should be CNR. And is CNR_NAME the name for scan structure record (same as SSR_NAME in SSR record on page 43?).  Should this record be merged into SCR by adding BIT_POS into SCR?  Are SCAN_NAME in SCR and FF_NAME in CNR are same name for the ;fscan cell? – 

Resolution- The intent of the two records is different; failing v/s all flops
 

3. Adding Continuation record is very good to handle the record size beyond 64K. However, it does not say how to handle every field in the record. For example, for STR on page 32, it is understandable to continue the records for fields from CYC_NUM to BIT_POS. But what should we put for LIM_ array and COND_ array?  Should we simply duplicate them or just set count to zero to skip them in the continuation record? I prefer later since it will potentially save many spaces.

Issues:

· Individual field overflowing the record size

· Resolution: Group to discuss a way to handle it.

· Not repeating the fields that can be inferred derived from the first record is a series of continuation records.

· Resolution: it is already supposed to be that way. Document the convention clearly
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