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The Roman emperor Claudius introduced three letters to the alphabet to indicate sounds he felt could
not be represented otherwise. Although these letters originally occurred only in capital form
(because there were no lowercase letters in antiquity), the lowercase forms have been introduced to
meet Unicode casing requirements as well as for theoretical symmetry.
< ç>

REVERSED C or antisigma represented the consonant groups ˜bs¯ and ˜ps¯. This character

<Ò ú>
<Ú £>

is also used is used as a medieval abbreviation for con and com in ∫io¡ convenientior ‘more
suitable, in agreement’, ∫óat comparavit ‘bought’, for -us and -os in Latin in tot∫ totus ‘all’,
tu∫ tuos ‘your’, in Portuguese in tod∫ todos ‘all’, do∫ dous ‘two’, and in Old Icelandic ∫a
kona ‘woman’.
TURNED F or digamma inversum represented consonantal ˜v¯ (as opposed to u)
HALF H represented the Greek ˜y¯, a sound between that of u and i.

Glyph design. Apart from the REVERSED C, the lowercase letters here have not enjoyed a continuous
evolution, and so therefore the preferred glyph shapes may be a matter of some conjecture. After
consultation with a number of experts, I have settled on the simplest choice, namely to give these
letters in reduced “small capital” form, so for the TURNED F in LAÒINIO, we have lowercase Laúinio,
italic Laùinio, and for the HALF H in OLÚMPICUS we have lowercase Ol£mpicus, italic Olûmpicus.
(Compare Figure 8, the Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum transcription Ol˜y¯mpicus can be seen,
where the letter itself was not used.)
Character uniﬁcation. A good uniﬁcation of two of the Claudian letters can be made with
characters already in the standard. U+2183 ROMAN NUMERAL REVERSED ONE HUNDRED is an
acceptable capital for the proposed *U+2184 LATIN SMALL LETTER REVERSED C. U+2132 TURNED
CAPITAL F is clearly the same thing as the digamma inversum and should pair with the proposed
*U+214E LATIN SMALL LETTER TURNED F. Those two, and *U+2C75 LATIN CAPITAL LETTER HALF H and
*U+2C76 LATIN SMALL LETTER HALF H are proposed for encoding. With regard to the name of
*U+214E, the name LATIN SMALL LETTER TURNED F is more appropriate than the name TURNED SMALL
F because the latter could imply a small-letter-f glyph; TURNED SMALL CAPITAL F would be more
accurate in this case, but I prefer the LATIN SMALL LETTER TURNED F for the Claudian letter; U+2132
should have been named *LATIN CAPITAL LETTER TURNED F, though it is too late for that. There is
precedent for this: compare the poor name U+0195 LATIN SMALL LETTER HV with its correctly-named
case-partner U+01F6 LATIN CAPITAL LETTER HWAIR which was added subsequently.
Linebreaking
Opportunities for hyphenation occur after any full orthographic syllable. Lepcha punctuation marks
can be expected to have behaviour similar to that of Devanagari DANDA and DOUBLE DANDA.
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Unicode Character Properties
Currently the characters U+2132 and U+2183 have the following properties:
2132;TURNED CAPITAL F;So;0;ON;;;;;N;TURNED F;;;;
2183;ROMAN NUMERAL REVERSED ONE HUNDRED;Nl;0;L;;;;;N;;;;;

In accordance with the suggestions given in Ken Whistler’s document L2/05-191, the following
properties, including property changes to U+2132 and U+2183 are proposed. The properties
proposed to be changed are underlined:
2132;TURNED CAPITAL F;Lu;0;L;;;;;N;TURNED F;;;;214E
214E;LATIN SMALL LETTER TURNED F;Ll;0;L;;;;;N;;;2132;;2132
2183;ROMAN NUMERAL REVERSED ONE HUNDRED;Lu;0;L;;;;;N;;;;;2184
2184;LATIN SMALL LETTER REVERSED C;Ll;0;L;;;;;N;;;2183;;2183
2C75;LATIN CAPITAL LETTER HALF H;Lu;0;L;;;;;N;;;;2C76;
2C76;LATIN SMALL LETTER HALF H;Ll;0;L;;;;;N;;;2C75;;2C75
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Figures.

Figure 1. Sample from Diringer 1968 showing U+2132 TURNED CAPITAL F, U+2183 ROMAN
NUMERAL REVERSED ONE HUNDRED, and LATIN CAPITAL LETTER HALF H.

Figure 2. Sample from Diringer 1968 with U+2132 TURNED CAPITAL F in the text sacerdoti diùi.

Figure 3. Sample from Jensen 1969 showing U+2132 TURNED CAPITAL F, U+2183 ROMAN NUMERAL
REVERSED ONE HUNDRED, and LATIN CAPITAL LETTER HALF H.
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Figure 4. Sample from Février 1995, showing U+2132 TURNED CAPITAL F, U+2183 ROMAN
NUMERAL REVERSED ONE HUNDRED, and LATIN CAPITAL LETTER HALF H.

Figure 5. CIL VI 40415 from Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum 1996, showing LATIN CAPITAL
LETTER HALF H along with a transcription of the text.
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Figure 6. From Cagnat 1914, showing U+2132 TURNED CAPITAL F, U+2183 ROMAN NUMERAL
REVERSED ONE HUNDRED, and LATIN CAPITAL LETTER HALF H.
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A. Administrative
1. Title
Proposal to add Claudian Latin letters to the UCS.
2. Requester’s name
Michael Everson
3. Requester type (Member body/Liaison/Individual contribution)
Individual contribution.
4. Submission date
2005-08-12
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:
1a. This proposal is for a new script (set of characters)
No.
Proposed name of script
1b. The proposal is for addition of character(s) to an existing block
Yes.
1b. Name of the existing block
Latin Extended-C.
2. Number of characters in proposal
4
3. Proposed category (see section II, Character Categories)
Category A.
4a. Proposed Level of Implementation (1, 2 or 3) (see clause 14, ISO/IEC 10646-1: 2000)
Level 1.
4b. Is a rationale provided for the choice?
Yes.
4c. If YES, reference
Spacing letters.
5a. Is a repertoire including character names provided?
Yes.
5b. If YES, are the names in accordance with the naming guidelines in Annex L of ISO/IEC 10646-1: 2000?
Yes.
5c. Are the character shapes attached in a legible form suitable for review?
Yes.
6a. Who will provide the appropriate computerized font (ordered preference: True Type, or PostScript format) for publishing
the standard?
Michael Everson. TrueType.
6b. If available now, identify source(s) for the font (include address, e-mail, ftp-site, etc.) and indicate the tools used:
Michael Everson. Fontographer.
7a. Are references (to other character sets, dictionaries, descriptive texts etc.) provided?
Yes.
7b. Are published examples of use (such as samples from newspapers, magazines, or other sources) of proposed characters
attached?
Yes.
8. 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)?
Casing is addressed.
9. 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.
Functions and properties are like all Latin capital and small letters.

C. Technical – Justiﬁcation
1. Has this proposal for addition of character(s) been submitted before? If YES, explain.
Yes. The Claudian letters are part of a preliminary proposal in N2957, which does not contain the proposal summary form. Here,
however, they are proposed on their own.
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.
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2b. If YES, with whom?
Marcus Dohnicht of the Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum.
2c. 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?
No.
4a. The context of use for the proposed characters (type of use; common or rare)
These are rarely-used characters used in Latin epigraphy.
4b. Reference
5a. Are the proposed characters in current use by the user community?
There are font implementations used by specialists.
5b. If YES, where?
See the ﬁgures above.
6a. After giving due considerations to the principles in Principles and Procedures document (a WG 2 standing document) must
the proposed characters be entirely in the BMP?
Yes.
6b. If YES, is a rationale provided?
Yes.
6c. If YES, reference
Keep with other Latin letters.
7. Should the proposed characters be kept together in a contiguous range (rather than being scattered)?
If possible.
8a. Can any of the proposed characters be considered a presentation form of an existing character or character sequence?
No.
8b. If YES, is a rationale 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 a rationale 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 a rationale 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 a rationale for such use provided?
11c. If YES, reference
12a. Is a list of composite sequences and their corresponding glyph images (graphic symbols) provided?
No.
12b. If YES, reference
13a. Does the proposal contain characters with any special properties such as control function or similar semantics?
No.
13b. If YES, describe in detail (include attachment if necessary)
14a. Does the proposal contain any Ideographic compatibility character(s)?
No.
14b. If YES, is the equivalent corresponding uniﬁed ideographic character(s) identiﬁed?
14c. If YES, reference
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