Boplist work – feb 23 2026

Existing folders on boppers.net.

Boplist [ prior version.. probably incompatible, but has information to be copies ]

Boplist_demo
Boplist_home   10 copies, includes Matt’s list. 

https://boppers.net/ai_code_work/boplist_dev/main.html	

cd public_html/ai_code_work/boplist_dev/

          Primary work directory for development, with git.  I will copy entire directory to boplist_dev_bk37 on server and on windows.   

I will set also set up working dir up boppers.net/boplist37 This will be my source directory for copies to set up new Boplistbooks.
 
- version 37 is major milestone

Future plan is to version so Phred and work with him and email


On windows:

C:\Users\harry\Documents\ai_code work\boplist_project

I copied the full  server dir ai_code_work/boplist_dev to 
C:\Users\harry\Documents\ai_code work\boplist_project\boplist_feb_23_2026_rev_37\boplist _37_full_bk          605KB including full .git

Initially I will set up and test a copy on boplist_demo.  If all goes well I will set up boplist37 and use it to set up others – after copying useful info from boplist and Matt’s list.   

Xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
Claude CLI work

● Done — Revision 39. Summary of changes:

  - List name limit: 40 → 60 chars — updated in the rename input field, the "Create New List" dialog prompt and
  validation, and both places in api.php (create and rename actions)
  - Entry title stays at 100 — already correct, no change needed
  - Mgt actions column: 420 → 310px — frees up space for the name column
  - Mgt name column: fixed 40ch → auto — now expands to fill available screen width, matching the behavior of the list

  entries screen
  - List entries actions column: 300 → 210px — frees up more space for the entry text

  The 210px should fit "Edit + Delete + ✏Note" comfortably at 13px bold. If any buttons get squeezed on a narrow screen
  we can adjust. Give both screens a look.

Xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
Search function / tags 

change I hope to eventually put in is search function for each list, and for an entire
  listbook (colletion of lists).  I would allow the user to add tags, short set of characters, [ with or without
  spaces?] to any list title and to any list entry.  The search from the List Mgt screens would search all lists,
  the search from the list view screen would search the the entire.  I have some ideas for and/or structur of the
  list - but odds are I will stick with the current conventions. Does this seem doable to you?

● Yes, very doable. A few thoughts on the design:

  Tags format — spaces or not?
  No spaces within a tag is the safer convention. Delimit tags from each other with spaces (or commas). So #urgent #home
   #q1 or urgent, home, q1. The bracket notation you mentioned ([tag1 tag2]) at the end of a title/entry is clean
  because it's visually distinct and easy to parse. Something like:

  Fix the roof [urgent home]

  That keeps tags out of the way visually and is easy to strip for display vs. search purposes. Whether to require #
  prefix or not is just style — # makes them scannable at a glance.

  Storage — tags could just live in the title/entry text as-is (no schema change needed), or be stored as a separate
  field in the JSON. Inline is simpler to start; a separate field gives cleaner search logic later.

  Search scope:
  - List view search → searches current list only (entries + notes)
  - List mgt search → searches all lists (titles + entries + notes + tags)

  That mapping is intuitive and matches where the user already is contextually.

  AND/OR logic — for a first pass, OR across terms is friendliest (find anything matching any term). AND can come later
  or be triggered by a modifier like putting terms in quotes.

  Doability: the search UI itself is straightforward — a text input, filter on keypress, highlight matches. The
  cross-list search on the mgt screen is slightly more work since it needs to load all list data, but with 50 rows max
  per list and presumably not hundreds of lists, it's fast enough to do client-side.

Tags format — spaces or not?
  No spaces within a tag is the safer convention. Delimit tags from each other with spaces (or commas). So #urgent #home
   #q1 or urgent, home, q1. The bracket notation you mentioned ([tag1 tag2]) at the end of a title/entry is clean
  because it's visually distinct and easy to parse. Something like:

  Fix the roof [urgent home]

  That keeps tags out of the way visually and is easy to strip for display vs. search purposes. Whether to require #
  prefix or not is just style — # makes them scannable at a glance.

  Storage — tags could just live in the title/entry text as-is (no schema change needed), or be stored as a separate
  field in the JSON. Inline is simpler to start; a separate field gives cleaner search logic later.

  Search scope:
  - List view search → searches current list only (entries + notes)
  - List mgt search → searches all lists (titles + entries + notes + tags)

  That mapping is intuitive and matches where the user already is contextually.

  AND/OR logic — for a first pass, OR across terms is friendliest (find anything matching any term). AND can come later
  or be triggered by a modifier like putting terms in quotes.

  Doability: the search UI itself is straightforward — a text input, filter on keypress, highlight matches. The
  cross-list search on the mgt screen is slightly more work since it needs to load all list data, but with 50 rows max
  per list and presumably not hundreds of lists, it's fast enough to do client-side.

  The main design decision to settle before building is inline tags vs. separate tag field. Which way are you leaning?

❯ in line seems less complicated, and could be changed later.  Separate tag field seems open to other things later,
   but right now I tell myself  KISS, " Keep it simple, stupid"

● KISS is the right call here. Inline tags mean zero schema changes, no new JSON fields, no migration of existing data —
   you just define a convention like [tag1 tag2] at the end of a title, and the search parser knows to look for it. If
  you later want to move to a separate field, the tags are already neatly delimited in the text and easy to extract
  programmatically.

  One small thing worth deciding now even though you're not building it yet: where do tags go — end of title only, or
  anywhere in the text? End-only is easier to parse and display cleanly (you could even render the bracketed part in a
  different color). Anywhere is more flexible but harder to strip for display.

  My suggestion: end of title, brackets required. Simple rule, consistent look, easy to search for.

  Anything else on your list to discuss, or are we done for today?

❯ off hand I think the tags should be hidden unless user asks to see them or edit them.  The search would use them
  and the user could decide if they wanted to know more.

● That's a nice UX idea — tags work silently in the background, the entry looks clean, and the user only sees them when
  they actively want to. Similar to how metadata works in other apps.

  A few implications worth noting for when you build it:

  Display: strip the [...] block before rendering the title in view mode. The entry looks clean. An indicator — maybe a
  small tag icon or subtle marker — could signal that tags exist on that row, so the user knows there's something there
  without it being intrusive.

  Edit: show the full text including [tags] when the row opens for editing, so the user can see and modify them. Or a
  separate "Tags" mini-field that appears in edit mode alongside the title input.

  Search results: when a match is found via a tag, you'd want the result to indicate why it matched — otherwise the user
   sees a result with no obvious connection to their search term, which is confusing.

  The hidden-by-default approach pairs well with your KISS principle for now — you're not building a tag management UI,
  just a text convention that the search engine understands. Add the visibility toggle later if users want it.

  Good session today — solid improvements across the board. Shall I do a final git status to make sure everything is
  clean?


