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I propose to delete the following action items because they are no longer necessary or to transfer them to someone else in order to reduce the critical path for CD rework.  The action item number from my section of the sorted action item list is indicated following the # symbol.

1. #25 - ask WG20 for a sign in LC_NUMERIC.  If WG20 did this, we are unlikely to use it since we no longer have a dependency on it.  I am reluctant to ask WG20 for something that we have no real need for.  What justification would we give?  I propose to drop this unless J4 re-affirms a need and provides a justification statement.  

2. #40 - fix handling of opening literal delimiters as text-words.  I don't agree that opening delimiters of literals are text-words.  As far as I can determine, they weren't text-words in COBOL 85.  This would require a new format of REPLACE/COPY ... REPLACING (e.g., REPLACING LITERAL ...).  I don't see a need to do this at this time.  Someone else may understand the need better than I do and may want to take this over, but I advise against it -- why tinker with COPY/REPLACE for a dubious enhancement.  

3. #45 - WG4 straw poll on removing SET SORT/MERGE dynamic collating sequences.  This issue was resolved at the November 1998 WG4 meeting and should be removed from the action item list.

4. #47 - revise 97-0034 re item 10.   This is administrative -- responding to the commentor on an informal comment.  I don't recall what item 10 was about and I don't have 97-0034 with me.  However, this goes back to meeting 208 and I doubt anyone is waiting for a reply.  I propose to drop the action item.

5. #51 - item 15 of 95-0225.   I think this pertained to CD 1.2.  The comment was:

Section 10, paragraph 1:  should not this material tie to and use the same terminology as the definition of source element in 9.1.2 and its nearby sections.  I suspect there was some merit in this comment at the time.  

The CD document needs to be located and examined to see if the comment is still relevant.  Some of section 10 has since been re-organized.

6. # 52 - investigate items 4 and 5 of free-form source in 95-0104.  Issues are


4 -  thinks we should say *> is not a comment indicator inside a literal.   I consider this unnecessary, and contraindicated.


5 -  questions whether it's clear that a continued literal is one text word.   I think it's clear.

7. #54 - add general rule on page 7-9 like syntax rule 5.  I no longer know what this is.  The correct base document (meeting 192) needs to be located and a determination made of whether a change is needed.  I thought so at the time the issue was noted by Bill Klein.

D:\md\M218\AGW\actions.doc
Last printed 03/15/99 10:23 PM

