
Subject: Redundant attribute description table
Posted by Felix Prüter  on Thu, 23 Jun 2016 13:34:21 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Hello,
table 15 (ch 6.4.7) is redundant to table 13 (ch. 6.4.5).
In contrast LinearLocationCoordinate does not repeat the attribute table of its parent class
LinearLocation (table 16 in ch. 6.4.8).
Should be uniformly!?

Kind regards
Felix
SIGNON Deutschland GmbH

Subject: Re: Redundant attribute description table
Posted by christian.rahmig on Fri, 19 Aug 2016 14:16:01 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Dear Felix!

Your observation is correct. The chapter will be modified.

Best regards
Christian

Am 23.06.2016 um 18:19 schrieb Felix Prüter:
>  Hello,
>  table 15 (ch 6.4.7) is redundant to table 13 (ch. 6.4.5).
>  In contrast LinearLocationCoordinate does not repeat the
>  attribute table of its parent class LinearLocation (table 16
>  in ch. 6.4.8).
>  Should be uniformly!?
> 
>  Kind regards
>  Felix
>  SIGNON Deutschland GmbH

-- 
Christian Rahmig
railML.infrastructure coordinator

Subject: Re: Redundant attribute description table
Posted by Airy Magnien on Thu, 08 Sep 2016 12:20:24 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message
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Not taken into account for the IRS30100 September 2016 correction. It is an inconsistency rather
than an error. I prefer to minimize the "optical" changes, and focus on undisputable "clerical
errors". But in any case, thanks for pointing it out; we'll keep the correction for the next revision.

Page 2 of 2 ---- Generated from Forum

https://www.railml.org/forum/index.php

