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2. 00-0178 - Comments on the CD 1.7 draft (4) (Jones)

PROPOSED REVISION:

Make recommendations for the handling of Mr. Jones' comments

JUSTIFICATION:

See 00-0178

DISCUSSION:
Meeting NNN:

PROPOSED CHANGES TO BASE DOCUMENT:
Numbers correspond to those used in 00-0178

1.  Ordering-name

a.  Add a Definition. 

I recommend against this since the other names in 8.3.1.1.1.17 are not in the Definitions.

b.  Provide more comprehensive information in 8.3.1.1.1.17, Ordering-name


CD 1.8 has enhanced this section.  No further action is needed.

c.  Page 70, 8.3.1.1.1.17, Ordering-name, change in part to read:


"...STANDARD-COMPARE intrinsic function."

d.  The index entry for "ordering-name" should include a reference to 15.67, STANDARD-COMPARE function.

2.  Corrected in CD 1.8

3.  Page 30, 7.1, Text manipulation, last paragraph, change "is" to "are".

4.  Add an exclusion for the EVALUATE and IF directives to the syntax rules in 7.2.2, Compiler directives.

No change is needed.  General rules 1 of the EVALUATE and IF directives, which are new in CD 1.8, state that text-1 and text-2 are not part of the compiler directive.

5.  Consider whether it is reasonable to specify the CALL-CONVENTION directive within a compilation unit.

No change is needed.  J4 considered this when the CALL-CONVENTION directive was added and decided that it was reasonable to use the directive to vary the behavior of statements within a compilation unit.

6.  Consider whether it is reasonable to specify the FLAG-85 directive within a compilation unit.

No change is needed, at least I don't see a reason to restrict this.

7.  In 8.3.1.1.3.1, Required words, >> is shown with the meaning 'Compiler directive indicator', a term which is never referenced; however, every other place in CD 1.8 refers to >> as the 'compiler directive initiator'.  This terminology should be corrected.  I also noted that some places hyphenated compile-directive before 'initiator' and others did not.  There were more unhyphenated instances, so I changed them to be consistent.  If J4 chooses 'compiler directive initiator', only 8.3.1.1.3.1 needs to change, except for the hyphenation.  If J4 chooses 'compiler directive indicator', make the following changes:

a.  Page 33, 7.1.2.2, COPY statement, syntax rule 12, change "compiler directive initiator" to "compiler directive indicator".

b.  Page 39, 7.2.2, Compiler directives, syntax rule 5, change two occurrences of, "compiler directive initiator" to "compiler directive indicator".

c.  Page 46, 7.2.10.2, EVALUATE directive, syntax rule 1, change, "compiler-directive initiator" to "compiler directive indicator".  [no hyphen]

d.  Page 51, 7.2.12.2, IF directive, syntax rule 1, change, "compiler-directive initiator" to "compiler directive indicator".  [no hypen]

8.  Page 51, 7.2.12.2, IF directive, syntax rule 1, last sentence, change to read:

"Text-1 and text-2 shall begin on a new line."

[Copies the words from the EVALUATE directive.]

9.  Page 53, 7.2.14.2, LISTING directive, renumber general rules 2 thru 4 as 3 thru 5 and add the following general rule:


"2)  The default LISTING directive is '>>LISTING ON'."

10.  Page 57, 7.2.18.3, TURN directive, general rule 4, first sentence, change "groupt" to "group".

11.  Corrected in CD 1.8.

12.  No change is needed to the ninth paragraph of 8.2, Locales.  The first sentence discusses the 'user-default locale' and the 'system default locale'.  The last sentence discusses the 'current locale'.  Therefore, there is no contradiction.

13.  Pages 68 and following, 8.3.1.1.1, User-defined words, 

a. J4 should consider the following comment.  Implementation is not difficult if the change is deemed desirable:

"Consider whether that part of this text relating to externalised names should have its own subheading, e.g. "8.3.1.1.1.1 Externalized names", this would then necessitate either the simple renumbering of the other texts subordinate to 8.3.1.1.1, or preferably a new level of subheading, e.g. "8.3.1.1.1.2 Classification of user-defined words", to which the existing groups commencing with "8.3.1.1.1.1 Alphabet-name" would be further subordinated.  This might be reasonably deferred to a future revision of the standard."

b.  The request to add 'program-name when used in a program-id paragraph' to the list at the bottom of page 68 should be rejected.  That is not a reference to a name, but a definition of one.

14.  Page 73, 8.3.1.1.3.1, Required words.  J4 should consider the following comment and consider its ramifications:

"Consider reclassifying the colon as a special character word, rather than as a separator.  If this course is taken, then it might also be categorised as an operator in "8.7 Operators".

Such an approach could help the standard be more consistent in its classification of separators, since the invocation operator "::" is not currently regarded as a separator."

15.  Page 80, 8.3.1.2.5.2, Figurative constant values, insert the heading "FORMAT 7" between syntax rules 3 and 4.

16.  No change is needed.  It's clear from the rules in 8.3.2, Separators, that a space is not required before or after a separator colon.  Using a space in the general format for reference modification adds to the readability.

17.  No change is needed.  The author answers his own question.

18.  Pages 189 thru 191, 12.2.5.3, OBJECT-COMPUTER paragraph, renumber the general rules, following the order of clauses in the general format and the principle of general to specific, as follows:

1 -> 2

2 -> 1

3 -> 4

4 -> 3

5 thru 9 -> 9 thru 13

10 thru 13 -> 5 thru 8

19.  Corrected in CD 1.8

20.  Combine the following index entries into one entry:

obsolete element

obsolete elements

obsolete language element

obsolete language elements

RESOLVED ISSUES:
NONE.

OPEN ISSUES:
NONE.

