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References:
1.
Committee Draft 1.7 for the proposed revision of ISO 1989:1985, COBOL standard - PDF version.  I use Adobe Acrobat Reader, version 4.

2.
96-0021 - Leap second, UTC, 2400, etc (Wouk)

3.
96-0062 - minutes of meeting 199, item 8.2, page 5

3.
99-0217 - Dates, times and durations (Jones) (this contains a large, though not exhaustive, set of references, it also needs substantial improvement, which is slowly continuing.)

4.
99-0596 - Miscellaneous Date and Time Changes (Murray)

5.
00-0151 - Remove support for leap second (Wouk)

6.
00-0180 - Response to 00151 (Jones)

7.
00-0189 - further investigation of leap second - revised (Wouk)

8.
00-0209 - Remove support for leap second (Karlin)

9.
00-0223 - Support for leap second (Karlin)

Comments:
1 
Contents
Consider adding an entry for the LEAP SECONDS directive.

2 
Normative references
Consider adding the following:

Rec ITU-R TF.460-5 Standard-Frequency and Time-Signal Emissions - explains implementation of UTC.

While ISO 8601 defines the representation of dates and times, ITU-R TF.460-5 in conjunction with Article 33 of the Radio Regulations explains the application of UTC.  Further checking of quite what is definitive might be desirable, the IERS (International Earth Rotation Service) and CGPM (General Conference of Weights and Measures) could also be worth mentioning, though they are referenced by ITU-R TF.460-5, which could be considered sufficient.  Arguably as ITU-R TF.460-5 is a recommendation, it is not a standard.

3 
8.13, External repository, page 156
I think that it would be desirable for information indicating whether leap seconds were supported or not to be supplied in the external repository to allow cross validation between the elements of a run unit.  This could be done by inserting another item in the third block of text, probably second from last, as follows:

"-  whether leap seconds are allowed to be reported"

4 
Possible general rule 4 to be added
As I think that it would be undesirable for separate elements of a run unit to treat leap seconds differently, I think that it would be desirable to specify a rule that explains that they must be consistent and to some extent how that is to be achieved.  The following wording might be appropriate:

"All COBOL elements of a run-unit shall have the same setting for the LEAP SECONDS directive.  Information regarding the setting of the LEAP SECOND directive shall be automatically placed in the external repository to enable this to be checked at run time."
