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Mr. Klein states in 99-0232 that J4 should take one of two actions based on the recording in the minutes that "... the committee agreed that user-defined functions can use the local storage section and that the INITIAL phrase has undesirable side effects ...".  In the final paragraph, Mr. Klein states that "... if J4 (and WG4) actually believe  what they are on record as thinking ..." then his proposed actions should be taken.

First, Mr. Klein ignores the first part of the "record" of J4's thinking (... can use the local storage section ...).  Second, the minutes do not capture the thinking of every J4 member, nor does every J4 member express a reason for voting a particular way.  

For the record, my vote against adding the INITIAL phrase in functions had nothing to do with assertions that there are undesirable side effects of INITIAL.  I have written and used functions in other programming languages without the need for an "INITIAL" attribute in the function.  An argument is passed to indicate the request for "initial" behavior, which places the control where I consider it belongs -- in the hands of the requestor.   Noting that an initial value can be supplied to the RANDOM function, I conclude that the concept of a requestor controlling initialization is not foreign to COBOL.  

To net it out, I consider that adding an INITIAL attribute to functions would be poor language design.

Since functions and programs are conceptually different, this is not a statement of any kind about the INITIAL attribute for programs, and does not imply that any of Mr. Klein's suggested actions must follow.

D:\md\m220wrk\99-3016.doc
Last printed 00/00/00 0:00 AM

