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Currently, Date has two functions for converting the value into a string for display:

Dat e. prototype.toString() andDat e. prot ot ype. toLocal eStri ng().
Both are implementation dependent, and are intended to produce a string that
“represent[s] the Date in a conveient, human-readable form.” There is one big problem,
though: a Date can have both date and time components. It doesn’t say, but it would
seem that both of these functions would display both the date and the time components.

Currently, the only way to display just adate or just atimeisto isolate the individual
fieldsusing get Hour s() , get M nut es( ), etc. and format them independently as
numbers. The problem is that this doesn’t produce alocalized solution, as

t oLocal eString() does.

For consistency, the working group’s consensus is that we should also have
toDateString() andt oTi neStri ng() methods.

Therefore, | propose adding four new functions:

Dat e. prot ot ype. t oLocal eDateStri ng()
Does exactly the same thing ast oLocal eSt ri ng() , but the resulting string
only represents the “date” part of the date. (For example, if the Date value
represented March 10, 1967, 11:15:23 AM, the output would be something along
the lines of “March 10, 1967".)

Dat e. prot ot ype. t oLocal eTi neStri ng()
Does exactly the same thing ast oLocal eSt ri ng() , but the resulting string
only represents the “time” part of the date. (For example, if the Date value
represented March 10, 1967, 11:15:23 AM, the output would be something along
thelinesof “11:15:23 AM”.)

Dat e. prot ot ype.toDateString()
Does exactly the same thingast oSt ri ng( ) , but the resulting string only
represents the “date” part of the date. (For example, if the Date value represented
March 10, 1967, 11:15:23 AM, the output would be something along the lines of
“March 10, 1967”.) The difference between this function and
t oLocal eDat eStri ng() isthat thisfunction’'sresult islocale-independent.

Dat e. prototype.toTi meString()
Does exactly the same thingast oSt ri ng( ) , but the resulting string only
represents the “time” part of the date. (For example, if the Date value represented
March 10, 1967, 11:15:23 AM, the output would be something along the lines of



“11:15:23 AM”.) The difference between this function and
t oLocal eTi neStri ng() isthat thisfunction'sresult islocale-independent.



