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1. SUBJECT:
Entry-name clause changes

2. AUTHOR:

Donald F. Nelson
REFERENCES:


3. CD 1.4, June 1998, with changes in the combined change proposal #3.

4. 98-0464, CD 1.4 – Consistency of the Format Diagrams (Bart)

5. 99-0039, Reaction on document J4/98-0464: Format diagrams and some miscellaneous (Ebbinkhuijsen)

6. 99-0048, Comments on 98-0464 and 99-0039 (Wallace)
PROPOSED REVISION:
This proposal clarifies the storage occupied by a renamed item when there is not THROUGH clause.

1. JUSTIFICATION:

2. Reference 2 addressed mainly page 281 by removing the brackets from the format, the underline from FILLER and has new words for syntax rule 1 and deletes general rule 1.  It also changes 339, the REDEFINES clause, to use the entry-name clause.  It then removes the brackets around entry-name from the various description entries.


3. Reference 3, which was based on reference 1, suggested that the brackets be removed from the entry-name clause in the report group description entry, data description entry, and screen description entry.  It then suggested that the brackets round the entry-name clause on page 281 be changed to braces.  It then had a new syntax rule 1 that is in this proposal and deleted general rule 1.  The latter are in this proposal.


4. Reference 4, in addressing reference 3, says the following:

"Comments H-17 thru H-25 and related changes in 99-0039:   The suggested response is inconsistent with our higher-level philosophy that we put the brackets in the higher-level syntax and show the lower-level in subsequent sections without brackets.   {However, I cannot say if this is in the style guide.}

Although the proposed change "works" because of 5.1.5.2, we should adhere to our style.  It is simple enough to remove the brackets from page  281."


5. I felt as Ann did in reference 4 that the brackets in the various description entries should not be removed and that the reference 3 change to braces for 281 is correct.  This proposal makes those and other changes.  Note that I divided the entry-name clause into three formats.  I did this because other rules refer to the "data-name format of the entry-name clause" and the like.
COMPATIBILITY:
This feature is compatible with ANSI X3.23-1985 as amended by ANSI X3.23a-1989 and ANSI X3.23b-1993.

DISCUSSION:

Meeting #

PROPOSED CHANGES TO BASE DOCUMENT:

1. Page 245, 13.12, 77-level data description entry, last sentence, penultimate sentence, change to read:

"The data-name format of the entry-name clause shall be specified in each of these data description entries.".

2. Page 248, 13.14.2, Report group description entry, syntax rule 2, change in part to read:

"If the entry name clause is specified, either the data-name format or FILLER format shall be specified and it shall …"

3. Page 249, 13.14.2, Report group description entry, syntax rule 3, first sentence, change "format for" to "format of".

4. Pages 253 and 254, 13.15.2, Data description entry, move syntax rule 2 to the end of the FORMAT 1 rules and add a new syntax rule 2 as follows:

"2)
The data-name format of the entry-name clause shall be specified if level-number is 77.".

[Although this is said in proposal item 1, it should be said here as well.]

5. Page 253, 13.15.2, Data description entry, syntax rule 2, change in part to read:

"If the entry-name clause is specified, either the data-name format or the FILLER format shall be specified and it shall …".

6. Page 281, 13.17.18.1, Entry-name clause, replace the format with the following:

"Format 1 (data-name)
data-name-1

Format 2 (screen-name)

Screen-name-1

Format 3 (FILLER)

FILLER"

7. Page 281, 13.17.18.2, Entry-name clause, syntax rule 1, replace the text with the following:

"If the entry-name clause is not specified in a data description entry, a report group description entry, or a screen description entry, the word FILLER is assumed."

[I don't like this much.  Each description entry has a similar rule except report group.  Maybe this should be done some other way.]

8. Page 281, 13.17.18.2, Entry-name clause, add a new syntax rule 2 as follows:

"2)
If the entry-name clause is specified in a data description entry or a report group description entry, either data-name-1 or FILLER shall be specified.  If the entry-name clause is specified in a screen description entry, either screen-name-1 or FILLER shall be specified.".

[Is this redundant?  The same rules are in each entry.]

9. Page 281, 13.17.18.3, Entry-name clause, delete general rule 1 and renumber general rule 2 as 1.

10. Page 339, 13.17.42.1, REDEFINES clause, replaced the stack within the brackets with "entry-name" and change the note text to read:

1. "Level-number and entry-name are shown in the above format to provide context.  Level-number and entry-name are not part of the REDEFINES clause."

INDEX:
No changes.

RESOLVED ISSUES:
None.

OPEN ISSUES:
2. Do we need the repetition of the rules about FILLER being default in the data description entry and screen description entry when such a rule is in the entry-name clause?  There is no such rule in the report-group description entry.

3. Does it bother anyone else that the clauses in the data description entry are in completely random order?  Other than entry-name and REDEFINES, I think they should be in alphabetical order and the rules should be ordered in the same way.  I am willing to do this.
