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DISCUSSION:    Quality review comment 98-0423/3 said: 

B-3)    Page 4, 3.1.7 Standard extensions.  Here is where my inexperience with this draft is beneficial.  I can't make any sense of this paragraph.  The use of passive voice makes it hard to decypher.  What is supported, and who is claiming?  The second sentence seems to be self defeating.  It only applies to standard extensions, yet it requires something to be labeled a nonstandard extension.

In reworking this, I noticed that item 29 in the processor-dependent list does not carry out the intention that both file sharing and record locking be processor-dependent.  I have included a change for that.

PROPOSED CHANGES:

1. Page 4, 3.1.7, Standard extensions, replace the text paragraph with the following:

"An implementor may claim support for all or a subset of the syntax and associated functionality of optional or processor‑dependent components.  When an implementor claims support for a subset of the syntax, that syntax is a 'standard extension', provided that the associated functionality is that specified in this draft International Standard.  If different functionality is provided, that syntax is a nonstandard extension."

2. Page 813, D.2, Substantive changes not affecting … delete change item 138 regarding warning mechanism.

{because the warning requirement has changed - and I don't know why this was considered a substantive change in the first place}

3. Page 683, B.3, Processor-dependent element list, item 29:

a.  Replace the first sentence in part with the following:

"The SHARING clause and the LOCK MODE clause in the file control entry, the SHARING phrase of the OPEN statement, the phrases of input-output statements related to record locking, and associated functionality are dependent …"

b.  Add the following references:   12.3.4.15, SHARING clause; 14.10.26, OPEN statement

OPEN ISSUES:  

1. Some of the processor-dependent elements are described in terms of syntax, but the "screen section" is not written that way.  Should this be expanded to a more complete specification of the elements (or syntax) that are processor-dependent? 
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