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REFERENCES:


3. 1.
CD 1.7, October 1999 with changes from CCP 1.
4. 2.
99-0476, Comments on the CD1.6 draft (Jones)

5. 99-0511, Preliminary review of J4/99-0476, Comments on the CD1.6 draft (Reimann)

6. 00-0162, Items from 99-0476 (Nelson)

PROPOSED REVISION:
This proposal makes minor changes as suggested by 99-0476 and recommended to be fixed by me in 99-0511.

JUSTIFICATION:

See 99-0476.  The item in that proposal is indicated in brackets in the proposal.

Items in 476 that had my name (or another's) that I have comments on:

129 1.
I will take care of the bookmarking in the next version.  It was discussed at meeting 222.

130 2
I was assigned a task to look into this.  It is possible to do so, but is it worthwhile considering how late it is.  I am making some changes for at end condition in another assignment.

32.
This should be rejected.  Every use of "record number" in the book means sequential file and every use of "relative record number" means relative files.  There is one use where "record number" means both, but it is  clear in context.

41.
Although assigned to Wallace, I fixed this long ago and as far as I am concerned there is no problem.  The item should be rejected.

45
The word "of" is required in "composite of operands".  You don't say "composite operands".  This should be rejected.

46
The item is corrected and nothing has to be done.

49
I don't think this improves anything and it should be rejected.

54
The rules do not duplicate each other.  The one for 61 is missing "physical".  This is fixed in my second file terminology proposal, 99-0xxx.

62
This is handled in the CCP (by deleting the note).

63
Don't like this.  I think it does not improve anything. Recommend rejection.

65
This would make them inconsistent with other third and fourth level items.  I think this should be rejected.

66.
Same as 65.

131 I don't think this improves anything.  If anyone does think so, I am willing to make the change.

7. The last item is incorrect in that the contents are defined according to the new rules for how it works.

106 Everything after the first three items – nothing is needed because one can jump all over the place and general rule 8 covers what happens.  Basically, all this is undefined.

8. The third item is probably covered in my proposal on END-OF-PAGE.

132 Zero doesn't make much sense, but this is not editorial.  There may be a reason for zero.

140 I didn't see that this was needed.

141 I think there is already a proposal that addresses this.  If not, I will add something to my next miscellaneous one.

143
This doesn't seem like it is needed since it is so obvious from the formats.

151 I did not mark anything with an asterisk.  And, I did not consecutively number the statements.

179
I don't see anything wrong with that is there.

180
Ditto.

190 This is not exactly true.  You can use an expression that does not result in an integer if you use the INTEGER function to make it one.  I'm not sure how one would word this.  The integer part is not necessary anyhow.

191 Is this true?  I would rather have someone else who knows for sure make this non-editorial change.

193
I won't make this large non-editorial change unless the committee agrees.

Items in 476 that I fixed as project editor in draft 1.7 or that are in CCP 1:

12, 14, 24 (part), 50, 52, 55, 69, 77, 83, 90, 98b, 111 (22), 125b, 133, 135, 136, 137, 138b, 138c, 138c, 138d, 139b, 139c, 145, 146, 147, 151 except as above, 152, 153, 155 last, 157, 159, 162, 164, 166, 168, 174, 182, 183, 189

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
00-0162 was discussed and some items were deleted and some modified.  The proposal passed unanimously (9-0) and was rewritten as 00-0225.  This was added to the base document and is provided for information.

PROPOSED CHANGES TO BASE DOCUMENT:

1. Page 99, 8.4.1.2.2, Subscripts, syntax rule 6, change to read [43]:

"The subscript ALL may be used only when the subscripted identifier is used as a function argument or to identify the table in the table format of the SORT statement."

2. Page 100, 8.4.1.2.3, Subscripts, general rule 1c, first sentence, add at the end of the sentence ", if specified" [44].

3. Page 160, 9.1.11, I-O status, second paragraph, second sentence, change "any condition" to "any condition occurs" [53].

4. Page 160, 9.1.11, I-O status, second paragraph, last sentence, change "the conditions" to "the conditions occurs" [53].

5. Page 259, 13.11, 77-level data description entry, second sentence, change last word to "data items" [24].

6. Page 299, 13.16.22.3, ERROR clause, general rule 6, first sentence, change in part to read [73]:

"If neither an ERROR phrase nor a NO ERROR phrase …".

7. Page 303, 13.16.25.3, FORMAT clause, general rule 4, add the following to the list [74]:

"-
class numeric with usage display

-
class numeric with usage national"

and alphabetize the list.

8. Page 366, 13.16.54.2, SOURCE clause, syntax rule 3, replace with the following and move the current rule to the SUM clause, replacing the equivalent rule there [80]:

"If arithmetic-expression-1 or the ROUNDED phrase is specified, the entry shall define either a numeric data item or a numeric-edited data item."

[The SOURCE rule was replaced from 1.4 to 1.5 rather than the SUM rule – this restores the old SOURCE rule.]

9. Pages 368 and 369, 13.16.55.2, SUM clause, syntax rule 3, replace with the CD 1.7 contents of syntax rule 3 for the SOURCE clause [80].

10. Page 417, 14.8.6.2, RETRY phrase, general rule 4a, change in part to read [92]:

"… is unsuccessful, the appropriate value is placed in the I-O status associated with the file connector, and execution proceeds as indicated for unsuccessful execution in the applicable statement; otherwise,"

11. Page 417, 14.8.6.2, RETRY phrase, general rule 4b, replace the last paragraph with the following [92]:

"Otherwise, the statement is unsuccessful, the appropriate value is placed in the I-O status associated with the file connector, and execution proceeds as indicated for unsuccessful execution in the applicable statement."

12. Page 430, 14.10.3.2, ALLOCATE statement, syntax rule 4b, change "the based" to "the address of the based" [98a].

13. Page 433, 14.10.4.2, CALL statement, renumber the syntax rules as follows [99a, 99b]:

4 -> 1

3 -> 2

1 -> 3

5 -> 4

8 -> 5

2 -> 6

6 -> 8

14. Page 500, 14.10.27.3, PERFORM statement, general rule 3, first sentence, remove parentheses from the "except" phrase and delete the second sentence [106].

15. Page 500, 14.10.27.3, PERFORM statement, general rule 4, delete the second sentence and add at the end of the paragraph [106]:

"NOTE   Statements such as the GO TO statement, the PERFORM statement, and the procedure format of the EXIT statement may occur in the flow of execution of the specified set of statements, however the flow of execution should eventually pass to the end of procedure-name-2.".

16. Page 500, 14.10.27.3, PERFORM statement, general rule 4, last sentence, change "EXIT" to "the simple format of the EXIT" [106].

17. Page 513, 14.10.31, RESUME statement, change "a statement" to "the statement" [108].

18. Page 536, 14.10.36.3, SORT statement, general rule 9, first sentence, change in part to read [112]:

"… needed to create the records that are to be made available to the sort mechanism by executing RELEASE statements."

19. Page 537, 14.10.36.3, SORT statement, general rule 12, first sentence, change in part to read [112]:

"… needed to process the records …"

20. Page 548, 14.10.40.3, SUBTRACT statement, general rule 1, last paragraph, last sentence, change "the data item" to "each data item" [116].

21. Page 566, 14.10.47.2, WRITE statement, syntax rule 11, change text to read [118]:

"Integer-1 shall be positive or zero."

22. Page 568, 14.10.47.3, WRITE statement, general rule 14, change in part to read [119]:

"… operation and execution continues according to the rules for each statement specified in imperative-statement-2.  If a procedure branching or conditional statement that causes explicit transfer of control is executed, control is transferred in accordance with the rules for that statement; otherwise, upon completion of execution of imperative-statement-1, control is transferred to the end of the WRITE statement. The END-OF-PAGE phrase, if specified, is ignored."

23. Page 568, 14.10.47.3, WRITE statement, general rule 20, change in part to read [119]:

"… extend mode, the added records follow the records present in the physical file when it was opened, but are otherwise in an undefined order."

24. Page 605,  15.31.2, HIGHEST-ALGEBRAIC function, argument rule 1, change "Arguments-1" to "Argument-1" [131]

25. Page 712,  C.1.3.3, RETRY, last sentence, change in part to read [148]:

"… operation conflict condition by setting the I-O status value associated with the file connector to the appropriate value."

26. Page 713, C.2.1, Table definition, paragraph before Example 2, change "does not since" by "defines a two-dimensional table because" [149].

27. Page 733, C.4.5.2.2, Argument passing mechanisms, fourth paragraph, last sentence, change the last "argument" to "argument in the activating runtime element" [156].

28. Page 734, C.4.5.3, Sharing data, item 3, last sentence, last line, change "may refer to a data item" to "may refer to that data item" [158].

29. Page 745, C.7, Debugging, first paragraph, add new sentences as follows[160]:

"This facility is obsolete.  The same effect can be achieved in a simpler manner by using conditional compilation."

30. Page 811, C.21, Examples of the execution of the INSPECT statement, example 3, expand the first column of the table to include all of the letters [180].

INDEX:
No changes.

RESOLVED ISSUES:
None.

OPEN ISSUES:
None.

