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SUBJECT:
Fixes for quality review comments
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Don Schricker
REFERENCES:

1.
CD 1.6, September 1999


2.
98-0484 - CD 1.4 quality review comments - 10/3/98 (Wallace)


3.
98-0521 - CD 1.4 quality review comments - 10/8/98 (Wallace)

PROPOSED REVISION:

Miscellaneous fixes for quality review comments

JUSTIFICATION:

The following quality review comments are addressed.  Each fix points to the related item in this justification section.

1.  Comment 2 in 98-0484 states: Page 74,  8.3.1.1.2, System-names:    Underscore should be allowed in system-names.  

2.  Comment 31b in 98-0512 states:  Page 425. DISPLAY statement, 14.10.10.2:

SR's do not include any rules on identifier-1 or literal-1.   Certain data types --  such as those of class object,  pointer, or index -- should not be allowed as operands of the DISPLAY statement.

COMPATIBILITY:

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

DISCUSSION:

Initial Investigation


See open issues.

Meeting #

PROPOSED CHANGES TO BASE DOCUMENT:

 AUTONUM 
Page 78, 8.3.1.1.2, System-names, first paragraph, second sentence, change (including the bulleted list) to read: [1]

"The implementor may define rules for the formation of a system-name that add additional restrictions to the rules for formation of a COBOL word."

 AUTONUM 
Page 433, 14.10.10.2, DISPLAY statement, renumber rules 1 and 2 as 2 and 3, respectively.  Add a FORMAT 2 heading between new rules 2 and 3 (old 1 and 2).  Add new syntax rule 1 and heading as follows: [2]

"FORMAT 1

1)
Identifier-1 shall not reference a data item of class object or class pointer."

SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES (NOT AFFECTING):
None
SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES (POTENTIALLY AFFECTING):
None
OBSOLETE LANGUAGE ELEMENT LIST:
None
ARCHAIC LANGUAGE ELEMENT LIST:
None
IMPLEMENTOR-DEFINED LANGUAGE ELEMENT LIST:

Change item 203 to read:

System-names (rules for formation of a system-name). This item is optional. This item, if provided by the implementor, shall be documented in the implementor's user documentation. (8.3.1.1.2, System-names)
PROCESSOR-DEPENDENT LANGUAGE ELEMENT LIST:
None
UNDEFINED LANGUAGE ELEMENT LIST:
None
INDEX:
None
SUMMARY OF CHANGES MADE TO ADOPT JOD 1993:
Not applicable
RESOLVED ISSUES:
None
OPEN ISSUES:

1.  Since system-names are COBOL words, the rules for system-names should not repeat the rules for the formation of COBOL words.  However, if J4 doesn't want to take the approach used in the first proposal item, they could make the following changes to the second sentence of the first paragraph, of 8.3.1.1.2, System-names:

a.  first bullet, change in part to read:  "...extended letters, and the basic special characters hyphen and underscore."

b.  last bullet, change in part to read:  "the hyphen or underscore shall not be ..."

2.  Do we want to accept the second comment listed in the justification section?  An index was allowed as an operand of a DISPLAY statement in the '85 standard, so I don't think we want to prohibit an index in a DISPLAY statement now.  To parallel the displaying of indexes, we may want to allow pointers and object references in a DISPLAY statement, as well.  The rules for the DISPLAY statement state that the implementor defines the conversion.  A display in hex might be helpful while debugging.

