J4/99-0437
Page  1  of  4 


Subject:   

Review of Wallace Action Items 1 - 29

Author:

Ann Wallace

Date:


September 13, 1999

References:

J4/99-0352, Sorted action item list

I have examined my action items 1 - 29 (of 82) -   and their status and/or my recommendation follows.  Action item numbers are from my sorted list in the meeting 220 action item list.  I skipped items that I will mark as done for the next version of the list.  

M220 actions

1. Action item 2 -  investigate 98-0462

Status:


5:   done    (delete from my action item list)


6:   sync & byte - not done


10:   device vs processor in B.3 items 7, 10, 12, 22, 23, ...   (move to action list for John Brieschke)

2. Action item 3 - investigate 98-0463/2.c       4.19,  alphanumeric literal :  delete the last sentence.   

{unnecessary and now wrong -- with the introduction of hexadecimal notation.  The content "represents" one or more characters ...  -- but this is rule stuff and not needed in the definition.}

Recommendation:  the comment is correct.  


Put with definition work for Artur and/or Wim  (check Artur's paper)

3. Action item 4 - investigate part of 98-0468/3.d - validate, locale, and definition of alphabetic character  

Status:
not done

4. Action item 13 - update def of computer's coded character set re 98-0468/3.e      e.   4.87,  Computer's coded character set definition:     The definition for the computer's coded character set should be in sync with the definition given on  p. 65.  They could be aligned by adding the third possibility that the alphanumeric character set and the national character set can be an integrated character set.

Status:
not done

M219 Actions 

5. Action item 15 - ask Bob Follett about conformance when the standard has an error.  

Status:
Not done   

My opinion:  I consider this an unanswerable question:  Ada and Posix have conformity standards, COBOL does not.  Basically, we are expected to correct the standard through technical corrigenda or amendments.  One thing I can check is whether the defect reports are "binding".

6. Action item 16 - 99-0158, re clarify set program-pointer:  check how SET program pointer works

Status:
* I have 3 answers; need to check one more.  The 3 I have checked hold the address directly in the pointer, but in one implementation they could have chosen to do otherwise.  

Recommendation:
The draft should not require a pointer to be the address of data or a procedure.  It was never intended to be (in the original Mike Acks proposal); it should only identify the location of data or a procedure, perhaps indirectly.  

7. Action item 17 - 98-0488, re "integer"

Status:
not done   (Someone else could do this)

M218 actions
8. Action item 19 - investigate 98-0473/1 


word "atomic" in lock mode clause

Status:   atomic generally means "indivisble" - which doesn't seem right for LOCK MODE.  The lock test/set are not necessarily done by the same operating system call, or the same operating system instruction.  So it is not "indivisible".  

Recommendation:


Delete the rule or find a better word.  (maybe you mean "uninterruptible"?  I have no idea.)  

If we can't say what it means, then it should be deleted.


Someone else could do this.   Delete from my action items.

9. Action item 20 - 98-0475/4


upper to lower mapping (verify with Arnold Winkler)   

Status:
not done

10. Action item 21 - 98-0475/5


default locale should be one in FCD 14652

Status:
I withdraw the comment.   WG20 is making 14652 a TR instead of a standard.  Leave COBOL as is (implementor-defined default locale)


(unless someone else wants to work on this)

11. Action item 22 - 98-0475/21 - replace alphanumeric character position with bytes - procedure div. gr 9 and throughout

Status:
Not done

Recommendation:   Do nothing.  Now that we are defining byte and alphanumeric character as synonymous, I consider it unnecessary 
to change alphanumeric character to byte throughout.    


I do not plan to address this comment.  Delete from my action items.

12. Action item 23 - investigate 98-0527/1 - terminology "current locale" is used in C.  asked for different term, like "active locale" or "COBOL's current locale". 

Recommendation:
add a definition:

"nn)   current runtime locale:   The locale being used at any given point during execution of a COBOL runtime element, statement, or intrinsic function reference. "

13. Action item 24 - investigate 98-0571/2.c  - if explicit support for mixed character-set literals and data is not removed, then a more careful examination of the draft is needed.

Status:
Explicit mixed character literals have been removed.  Conversion function still allows conversion of mixed to national  & vice versa.  I do not intend to change that, but I do intend to examine rules that implicitly use the conversion function and probably change them.


Remove the "investigate" action item and add an "address" action item.

14. Action item 25 - investigate 98-0571/7 - add a code-set option in DISPLAY-OF and NATIONAL-OF functions.

Status:    This is needed because users may need to create specific types of coded data - like UTF-8 or UCS-2, but it is not the default type of codeset.  For example, a call to  C might require UTF-8, while COBOL requires IBM DBCS-PC.  Then the codeset (alphabet) is needed to convert the data for the call to C.


Delete the investigate action and make an "address" action item (anyone could do it) 

15. Action item 26 - investigate 98-0571/9 - delete mention of coded character set switching.

Status:
We added this because someone asked us to (possibly Bill Klein), but I agree it does not need to be said.  If an implementor requires control functions, they know they are not part of the value and we don't need to tell them that.


Delete the last bullet under NUMVAL-C rule 6 a.

16. Action item 27 - 98-0577/20 - TEST-NUMVAL ... functions.

Status:   Not done.

Returned value rule is contradictory.  Says returned value is position of first character in error, then gives a value outside the range of positions when all the requirements are not satisfied.  

Status:
not done

This requires clumsy coding for a user to determine what went wrong, like:


IF   FUNCTION NUMVAL-C(some-string) > LENGTH(some-string) ...       

to find if there was some missing data, and then there is no indication of the specific error.   This is really poor usability for a function that is supposed to tell what's wrong.   

Recommendation:  Modify these functions to give specific return codes when there is no identifiable "character in error" or you run off the end of the data..


Someone else could do this.

17. Action item 28 - 98-0473/10 - correction to allow write and rewrite of boolean function with record-name (and convert if the usage is  bit).

Status: 
not done


Someone else could do this.

18. Action item 29 - 98-0473/14 - correction to add a runtime exception for VALUE with THROUGH phrase for hte case where nothing would ever be true. 

Status:  not done.

(This can happen in COBOL 85 and there is no exception; can happen on IF and there is no exception)

There was no consensus on this.  The result of the to

straw vote to add an exception was 2-2-2 (voting members) and the motion was 3-3 and then 4-2 on reconsideration.  


If we want to do this, someone else could do it.  
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