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PROPOSED REVISION:

Editorial work on syntax rule 6 of the START statement.

JUSTIFICATION:

Comment 14 in 98-0527 states:

14.  Page 518, 14.10.37.3, START, SR 6-b.  This rule has a lot of small things wrong with it, which add up to making the rule incomprehensible:

a.   the first sentence, is incorrect when it says  "Any data item of category alphanumeric or national ...".   If the category of the record key is alphanumeric, the category of the data item must also be alphanumeric.  If the category of the record key is national, the category of the data item must also be national.

b.   the first sentence says "a record key".  Shouldn't this say "the record key or an alternate record key"?    - since the term "record key" intuitively relates to primary key   (i.e., RECORD KEY clause - )   regardless of what "definitions" say.

c.   the first sentence, is not grammatically correct "... whose leftmost ... of a record key and defined without ..." 

d.   in the first sentence, "record-key-name syntax" is not the kind of terminology used in the standard, and the closest thing that I could relate it to is format 8 (record-key-name format) under Uniqueness of reference, where there are no syntax rules saying what it is.  Another use of record-key-name is in the SOURCE phrase of RECORD KEY and ALTERNATE RECORD KEY, so this probably means to say "... associated with file-name-1, except that a key defined with the SOURCE phrase in the RECORD KEY clause or in an ALTERNATE RECORD KEY clause shall not be specified." 

That's what is seems to say, but I don't know why it would say that since SR 7 says differently – one or the other is wrong.  

e.   the second sentence uses "... alphanumeric or national character positions, respectively." , but there is nothing preceding it that can be associated with "respectively".  

We need to decide what this whole rule is trying to do and rewrite it. 

Comment 17 in the same document states:

17.  Page 518, 14.10.37.2, START, SR 6-a and SR 7:   Delete the "(see ... )  references in both cases. 

COMPATIBILITY:

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

DISCUSSION:

Initial Investigation

The last paragraph of comment 14d is wrong.  There is no contradiction because rule 6 deals with data-name‑1 and rule 7 deals with record-key-name-1.  

Meeting #

PROPOSED CHANGES TO BASE DOCUMENT:

 AUTONUM 
Page 527, 14.10.37.2, START statement, synax rule 6, change to read:


"6)
For indexed files, data-name-1, if specified, shall reference either:

a)
A data item specified as a prime or alternate record key associated with file-name-1, or

b)
A data item with the following characteristics:

· its leftmost character position within a record of the file corresponds to the leftmost character position of a prime or alternate record key this is associated with file-name-1 and that is defined without the SOURCE phrase in the RECORD KEY clause or ALTERNATE RECORD KEY clause

· it has the same category as that record key

· its length is not greater than the length of that record key."

RESOLVED ISSUES:


None

OPEN ISSUES:

1.  Should rules 6a and 6b say "prime or alternate record key", as comment 14b suggests, or is "record key" sufficient since the definition of record key indicates that it includes both prime and alternate keys.

