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Don N. got most of it right. Sorry for the confusion!

1.  The wording of the matching rules is indeed flawed. Good catch by Don.  I'd suggest the following changes (maybe we don't need another proposal):

a.  Page 406, 14.9.1.2.1, second numbered list 2d (on top of page), change to:

"d) If the formal parameter is described with the ANY LENGTH clause, its length is considered to match the length of the corresponding argument."

b.  Page 406, 14.9.1.2.2, second numbered list 2c (on bottom of page), change to:

"c) If the formal parameter is described with the ANY LENGTH clause, its length is considered to match the length of the corresponding argument."

c.  Page 408, 14.9.2.2, numbered list at end of section change item 4) to:

"4) If the sending operand is described with the ANY LENGTH clause, its length is considered to match the length of the receiving operand."

2.  The new OBJECT-COMPUTER paragraph is almost correct. 

a.  Only, the choice indicators around CHARACTER CLASSIFICATION and PROGRAM COLLATING SEQUENCE should be in brackets, not in braces (none of them needs to be specified). 

b.  Additional suggestion: Why don't we put "computer-name" in brackets as well? There is no point of making that required just because you want to specify on of the additional clauses.

3.  In Locale Concepts, 

a.  I had a glitch. (Page 744, last line of example). The alphabet for NATIONAL should indeed be STANDARD-3, as before. 

b.  Also, there is a typo: "AALPHABET" should be "ALPHABET", of course.

4.  Finally, on page 747, in C.14.1 Culturally-specific..., Don was wrong.  The SET statement is no longer required, because "Japanese-letters" is now fully specified in the SPECIAL-NAMES. That was the whole point of the change we had made.

One more question:

5.  I'm supposed to right a proposal to delete lower-case currency symbols. I suspect that means lower-case symbols are treated like their upper-case equivalent, just like other PICTURE characters. Is that correct?

