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PROPOSED REVISION: 

1. Clarify lead-in and GR 2.

2. Clarify “run unit’s address space”.

JUSTIFICATION:

1. Reference 2 item # 6:

“Page 263, 13.17.5, BASED clause:

a.  The lead-in does not describe the meaning of the BASED clause, and the sentence is misleading when it uses the word "item" because the based clause does not really define an  "item".

This should instead say something like  "The BASED clause specifies that the data description entry is a template that is dynamically associated with storage through a pointer reference."   (or maybe:    "... through a data pointer.")

b.  General rule 2 is misleading.  The second sentence reads like a semantic of the BASED clause, while it is not.  This sentence is informational and the semantics are those of the SET statement.  This sentence should be deleted, or put in a NOTE, or otherwise changed to indicate that this is an action required to be done at runtime sometime before the subject of the entry is referenced   (if that's true).”

2. Reference 3 item # 16:

“Page 263, BASED clause, 13.17.5.3, GR 4:   the phrase "run unit's address space" in GR 4 is likely to be interpreted differently.  Either define what "run unit's address space" is or say something like "....If the address is not an address of a memory area associated with a COBOL runtime element within the run unit, it is implementor defined whether the reference to the based item is valid.... ".

Appendix B  can say the implementor shall document rules for the above situation. “

COMPATIBILITY:

This proposal is compatible with ANSI X3.23-1985 as amended by ANSI X3.23a-1989 and ANSI X3.23b-1993.

DISCUSSION:

Initial Investigation

Meeting 218

The comments listed under justification were accepted. Mr. Reimann was directed to write a change proposal.

PROPOSED CHANGES TO BASE DOCUMENT:

1. Page 264, 13.16.5 BASED clause, change lead-in to read:

“The BASED clause specifies that the subject of the entry is a template for based items.”

2. Page 264, 13.16.5.3 BASED clause, replace general rules by the following:

“1) The BASED clause defines a template that is dynamically associated with storage through a pointer reference.

2) The subject of the entry is used to create instances of based items by any of the following:

a) Setting data-name-1, if specified, to a valid address of allocated storage,

b) Setting the address of the subject of the entry to a valid address of allocated storage,

c) Executing an ALLOCATE statement for the subject of the entry.

Initially, no storage is associated with the subject of the entry, and its address is set to NULL.

3) If the subject of the entry is referenced while its address is NULL, the EC-DATA-PTR-NULL exception condition exists.

4) If the subject of the entry is referenced while its address is not NULL and not a valid address of allocated storage, the EC-BOUND-PTR exception condition exists.”

RESOLVED ISSUES:

1. None

OPEN ISSUES:

1. None

