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&% Jasonrclark

spec/shoes/app_spec.rb

expect(subject.instance_wvariable_get( additional context_ )).to be_r

end
end

+
+ describe '.new_dsl method (for widget method 1

+ before :each do

+ Shoes: :App.new_dsl _method :widget_method

+

+ end

+ end

+

- 1oes: :App, Shoes::URL, Shoes::Widget].each do |klazz|

£y Jasonrclark

If we add another class to METHOD_SUBSCRIBER , we won't be running the tests on them unless
someone remembers to update this. Is it too self-referential for this to use [Shoes: :App] +
METHOD_SUBSCRIBERS as the basis for the each ?

R PragTon

It most likely is not - thanks for the input!

Might as well stay like this if | add the subscription mechanism, though (because then we don't
have the explicit list anywhere anymore).

Add a line note

PragTob
E Mechanism to subscribe classes/modules to DSL methods ---
E Moved DELEGATE_METHODS specs down to form a logical unit

B Open class forward references no longer needed
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Always the code, never the person

E——— SO\ SOomething positive
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BB orogrer Pairing Review
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Admit you don’t know




Admit you don’t know













Enjoy working with humans!
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