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I found the following problems when I applied the proposals passed at meeting 222 and 223 to the base document.  These are only the substantive glitches.  Minor ones I took care of by myself.

99-0587, Computer-independent data description (Reimann)

This deleted section 8.5.1.3, Selection of character representation and radix.  However, there were several cross-references to it.  Mainly on page 691, Implementor-defined language element list, items 170, 171, and 172.  I deleted the cross-references.  See items 169, 170, and 171 on page 681 in CD 1.8, which are left without any references.  I have no idea what to reference.

99-0592, Checking required allignment of bit items (Schricker)

Proposal item 2 to page 111 uses the term "bit data item".  No definition of such a data item was added and none seems to exist.  There are also no index entries for it (there are for groups).

00-0193, Miscellaneous changes for meeting 222 (Nelson)

This is not really a glitch, but I noticed that the last paragraph of 8.4.1.2.3, Subscripts, is actually a separate general rule, so I made it general rule 2.

00-0212, Revise definitions (Nelson/Ebbinkhuijsen/Reimann)

The change to page 143, 8.8.4.1.3, Condition-name condition (conditional variable), says to change the intro paragraph in part to read and gives an entire sentence.  Replacing the intro with this sentence makes no sense.  I added the new sentence as a last sentence.

The change for page 390 said to delete the index for "External data items".  Even though it may have been me, gr 3 (4 in CD 1.8) of the VALUE clause mentions the term.  I left it in.

99-0215, Inconsistent use of the term factory object (98-0463) (Karlin)

The change to page 403 said change third paragraph, item 2.  There is no third paragraph or item 2.  I removed it from the second paragraph, which now doesn't read all that well, depending on how one interprets "data" (see page 389 in CD 1.8, para 14.7.1.2).

The change to page 790 makes no sense at all (what does "two bold header" mean).  I did nothing.  Ditto for the next couple since I couldn't find what was referenced.

99-0222, Results (Reimann/Nelson)

The change to page 184 removed 10.6, Results.  However, there are cross-references to the subparagraphs on page 396, Procedure division general rule 6.  I changed these to 14.7.4, Results of runtime element execution.

00-0224, Accord with latest WB20 FCD 14651 (ordering) (Wallace)

It said to add an index for "Ordering-name" for page 82 but there already was one.  Was I missing something?  In the CCP "14651" was somehow left out, but it seems OK in the proposal.

