J4/99-0607
  Page  1  of  1 


SUBJECT:


Invalid runtime range in VALUE clause

AUTHOR:


Ann Wallace

DATE:


November 19, 1999

REFERENCES:

1.   CD 1.7





2.   J4/99-0535, Invalid runtime range in VALUE clause

DISCUSSION:   This addresses the following quality review comment:

98-0473/14      Page 370, 13.17.60, VALUE clause - THROUGH phrase:  add a runtime exception for the case that literal-2 > literal-3 or literal-5 > literal-6   in the collating sequence in effect at runtime. 

The formats of the VALUE clause in question are:

Format 3:   VALUES ARE   literal-2  THROUGH   literal-3  

Format 5:   VALID VALUES ARE literal-5 THROUGH literal-6   (VALIDATE)

Meeting 222:   99-0535 was discussed; editorial changes were made and the open issue was resolved.  There were not enough voting members present to approve a proposal so direction was given to provide an updated document for meeting 223.  

PROPOSED CHANGES:

1. Page 412, Table 11, add the following entry after EC-RANGE-INSPECT-SIZE:


EC-RANGE-INVALID

NF

Starting value of THROUGH range greater








than ending value

2. Page 416, 14.8.5, THROUGH phrase, add the following as the last paragraph of rule 2:

"When the value of literal-1 is greater than the value of literal-2 in the collating sequence in effect at runtime, the EC-RANGE-INVALID exception condition is set to exist.

Index entries:    Add

EC-RANGE-INVALID


Table 11







14.8.5

OPEN ISSUES:    None

RESOLVED ISSUE:

1. What should be the effect of an invalid range for the VALIDATE statement?   The way I read the rules, the exception EC-RANGE-INVALID would not result   (page 564,  rule 6 e second paragraph).   Is this what should happen ?

This condition seems a little different than the errors validate usually ignores for the purpose of raising exceptions.  

It was concluded that there should be an exception for VALIDATE and that the current wording excludes exceptions only for errors in the data itself.
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