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CD 1.8

Discussion:

At meeting 223, I accepted the following action item:


Investigate replacing the note in paragraph 8.5.1 that was deleted by 99-0587 at meeting 222.

The note in 8.5.1 of CD 1.7 said:

"NOTE   The term graphic character has the meaning defined in ISO/IEC 10646-1: 1993, and is essential to the definition of standard data format. A COBOL standard data format character corresponds to a graphic symbol only when the graphic symbol is the visual representation of a graphic character, and not the visual representation of a composite sequence."

This explained the term graphic character with regard to standard data format and made clear that a graphic character was not the representation of a composite sequence.  The part about standard data format is no longer necessary if proposal 00-0274, Standard data format, is approved because that proposal removes the term.

It is still essential to include somewhere the part about "composite sequence".  I think there is a need to have this in a rule and to more explicitly state the implications.  It best fits under 8.5.1.3, Limitations of character handling.

Proposed changes:

{Note to project editor:   Proposal item 1 supersedes proposal item 4 in 00-0274}

1. Page 108, 8.5.1.3, Limitations of character handling, replace the first paragraph with the following  (keep the note): 

"Each coded character of the character sets supported by an implementation is processed at runtime as a single character position.  The following processing limitations apply when ISO/IEC 10646-1 is chosen as a computer's coded character set:

1) the non-combining character and the following combining characters of a composite sequence defined in ISO/IEC 10646-1 are each treated as a single character position.  

2) the R-octet (high-half 2 octets) and the C-octet (low-half 2 octets) of a four-octet sequence defined in the UTF-16 format of ISO/IEC 10646-1 are each treated as a single character position.  "

Open issue:

1. Is it possible to construe the first sentence of the new 8.5.1 as contradicting the allowance of mixed data with implementor-defined rules?  Should there be an "except" such as ", except that the implementor is permitted to recognize mixed data as described in 8.1.1, Computer's coded character set."  
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