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The sky is not falling because the draft COBOL standard has processor-dependent features and allows an implementor to consider market positioning and processor functionality in declaring processor-dependent features.  There are good reasons for the new processor-dependent elements, and COBOL's future will not be harmed as a result.  Does anyone really believe that ACCEPT/DISPLAY screen support will be needed on a machine positioned as a web server, for example?  

Although I do not agree with Mr. Klein's statement that "portability is the  one  thing COBOL has going for it", I agree that portability is a significant requirement.  COBOL 85 had 3 "levels", 4 optional modules with levels of their own, as well as hardware-dependent elements  -- leading to many possible variations in implementations; yet it was still highly portable.  With only 2 optional / obsolete features, no "levels"  and very few additional processor dependencies, I consider the draft a significant leap forward in portability.  

The case Mr. Svalgaard presents, PACKED DECIMAL and the PC, illustrates that dire consequences did not follow from COBOL 85 hardware dependencies.  The PACKED DECIMAL clause is hardware dependent in COBOL 85 and  implementation is explicitly not required in a conforming compiler.  The fact that most vendors implemented it anyway is a matter of market requirement, not dictation by the standard.  I think this makes the case for market considerations.

Mr. Svalgaard did not present any specific ramifications of specific processor-dependent elements.   It appears he responded on the basis of rhetoric posted on a news group, rather than matters of fact.

I notice in Mr. Klein's note that he says there are no  conformance tests to validate implementations.  I am puzzled by this statement.  In NIST's Directory of Conformance Testing Programs, Products and Services at http://www.itl.nist.gov/div897/ctg/testtext.htm, EDS is shown as the testing service for COBOL 85.  There are 5  COBOL products listed as currently certified by EDS, from one vendor.  Apparently, there are conformance tests.


COBOL has not been singled out -- EDS validates Fortran 77, C++,  ADA 83, and ISO C.  Perennial


 validates C 1990 and 1996, and Unicomp validates Fortran 90.  

In summation, there is no reason to eliminate processor dependencies from the next standard.
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