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CD 1.5, April 1999


2.
99-0165 - Rewrite of the PICTURE clause, version 5 (Ebbinkhuijsen)

DISCUSSION:

I keep trying to convince J4 and/or WG4 *not* to authorize any more "while we are here, let's just make this one more little enhancement" changes.

Why, you may ask?

I was surprised (shocked? completely dismayed?) to read the J4 external web page which "announced" that the colon had been added as a valid "simple insertion" character.  Certainly this is a "nice to have" feature and I won't disagree with how useful it would have been if it had been included in the "critical" category half a decade (or more) ago.

OK,  Let's see what was done (as reflected in CD 1.5)

1) Editing rule 4 (on page 326) was "correctly updated". - So far so good.  (It is a minor typo that the rule now starts with the interesting word "imple" rather than "simple" which gives me an idea of how much spell-checking has gone on this draft).

   HOWEVER,

2) *NO* "substantive change not affecting" entry was made. (This might be a matter of "interpretation" as to whether this is substantive of not - but if it was worth doing at this late date, I would sure HOPE so.)

3) Neither syntax rule 19 or 20 on page 196 (for CURRENCY SIGN IS) were updated to exclude this character as a valid symbol.  (I think this will make for totally impossible to parse PICTURE strings. At least I assume this is why EVERY OTHER simple insertion character is prohibited.)

4) As far as I can tell, there has been no thought given to the fact that a colon is ALWAYS a text word - but will now be "valid" in the middle of PICTURE strings. (I don't think that this is critical, but I sure won't swear to it.)

5) I have not studied CD 1.5 or really thought about this change enough to know what other PROBLEMS this "little enhancement" will cause.  I sure hope that someone does!

  ***

Bottom-Line:

  J4 and WG4 folks, if you EVER want to get another Standard out that is even vaguely technically "accurate" (or implementable), please, PLEASE, stop "throwing" in new stuff that is not absolutely CRITICAL and fully developed.  (I will fully support and try to help in any and ALL attempts to WITHDRAW and remove features that were not on the original "critical" list and which have technical difficulties.)


