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SUBJECT:

Changes for notes

AUTHOR:

Donald F. Nelson
REFERENCES:


1. CD 1.7, October 1999 with Combined Change Proposal #1.

2. 99-0449 - Investigation of the notes (Ebbinkhuijsen)

3. 00-0167, Changes for notes (Nelson)

PROPOSED REVISION:
This proposal makes notes that are considered to be normative part of the normative text.

JUSTIFICATION:

At meeting 222 I was requested to produce a new document based on the points in 99-0449 and the discussion at the meeting.  The intent is to make notes that are considered to be normative part of the normal text.  This proposal attempts to do that.

In the proposal, most of the notes that were indicated as normative were actually not.  When they are a reiteration of other rules just for information, they are not normative.  The following listed in the proposal are not normative in my opinion and should stay as they are (the page numbers are in 1.7, not in 1.6 as the proposal used).

42 (chatty – everything said is in other rules); 50 (repetition of rule in 6.3.1); 53 (ditto); 69, second note (said in exception objects); 99 (info only but other changes needed); 130 (states the obvious – everyone who has ever studied logic knows this); 133, first note (additional information – not normative); 133 (info only – not normative); 139 (not normative); 141 (not normative); 172 (said elsewhere, I think – should be checked with an OO expert); 197 (not normative – just says it is a good idea, not a requirement); 209 is now gone; 295 (note in gr 4 is not normative); 346 (not normative); 354 (not normative); 356 (not normative); 434 (amplifies on what was just said); 448 (amplifies on what was just said); 471 (said elsewhere); 480 (amplifies on what was just said); 509 (said elsewhere); 517 (said elsewhere); 567 (said elsewhere); 592 (just additional information); 594 (ditto); 658 (doesn't seem like this is even needed); 39 (definitely a note); 441 (this provides useful information even though it is just a note); 574 (I don't know about this one); 646 (fixed in CCP); 647 (fixed in CCP); 127 (I added a reference).
COMPATIBILITY:
This feature is compatible with ANSI X3.23-1985 as amended by ANSI X3.23a-1989 and ANSI X3.23b-1993.

DISCUSSION:

Meeting #223

00-0167 was discussed and many items were deleted and others modified.  Nothing substantive was done.  The proposal was passed unanimously (11-0) and revised as 00-0207, which was applied to the combined change proposal and provided to the committee for review.

PROPOSED CHANGES TO BASE DOCUMENT:

1. Page 69, 7.2.16.2, TURN directive, syntax rule 1, make note 1 the second sentence of syntax rule 1, change the beginning of it to be "There shall be no verification", and change "NOTE 2" to "NOTE".

2. Page 88, 8.3.1.2.1.3, Alphanumeric literals, general rule 6, the note, add at the end:

"(8.1.1, Computer's coded character set)"

3. Page 91, 8.3.1.2.4.3, National literals, general rule 4, the note, add at the end:

"(8.1.1, Computer's coded character set)"

4. Page 99, 8.4.1.2.1, Subscripts, change the note in part to read:

"NOTE — Qualified-data-name-1 and qualified-condition-name-1 are shown …".

5. Page 127, 8.6.3, Automatic, initial, and static items, fifth paragraph, make the note the last sentence of the paragraph.

6. Page 133, 8.8.1.3.1.3, Rounding rules, rule 3, NOTE 1, change "assure" to "ensure", NOTE 2, change "is set to" to "to", and change "NOTE 1" to "NOTE" and make note 2 the last sentence of rule 3.

7. Page 172, 9.3.6, Conformance and interfaces, the note, change in part to read:

"… except that conformance checking for object views and methods using universal object references is done at runtime."

8. Page 295, 13.16.19.3, DESTINATION clause, delete the note in general rule 4.

9. Pages 387 and 390, 13.16.63.2, VALUE clause, make the note in syntax rule 1 general rule 1 and insert the heading "ALL FORMATS" in front of it, and delete the words "implementor-defined, and shall be ".

10. Page 467, 14.10.18.3, IF statement, general rule 4, delete the note and change the remaining sentence in part to read:

"… and control is transferred to an implicit CONTINUE statement immediately preceding the next separator period."

11. Page 467, 14.10.18.3, IF statement, general rule 6, delete the note and change the remaining sentence in part to read:

"… and control is transferred to an implicit CONTINUE statement immediately preceding the next separator period."

12. Page 575, 15.5, Summary of functions, make the note a separate paragraph.

13. Page 696, B.2, Undefined element list, add a new item as follows:

"16a)
Initial items.  It is undefined whether each activation of an initial program has its own copy of initial items. (8.6.3, Automatic, initial, and static items)"

INDEX:
No changes.

RESOLVED ISSUES:
None.

OPEN ISSUES:
None.

