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References:
1. Base Document:  CD 1.8, February 2000

2. 99-0571 - Comments on the CD 1.7 draft (2) (Jones)

3. 99-0560 - Comments on the CD 1.7 draft (1) (Jones)

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

5. 00-0179 - Comments on the CD 1.7 draft (3b) (Jones)

6. 00-0264 - Removal of the ATTRIBUTE clause (Schricker)

7. 00-0288 - Response to comments in 00-0178 (Schricker)

PROPOSED REVISION:

Recommendations and fixes for comments in 99-0571

JUSTIFICATION:

See 99-0571

DISCUSSION:
Meeting NNN:

PROPOSED CHANGES TO BASE DOCUMENT:
Numbering is the same as document 00-0571.  Consider open issue 1 first - it applies where noted.

1.  Corrected in CD 1.8

2.  Issue to be resolved during discussion of 99-0560.

3.  No change for the original issue - Mr. Jones explains the reason for the restriction on a sole comma or semicolon as pseudo-text-1.  The last paragraph of this comment is the same issue as the next comment and I have addressed it there.

4.  Fix rules for an empty pseudo-text-1.

a.  Pages 32 and 33, 7.1.2.2, COPY statement, delete syntax rule 14 and change syntax rule 8 to read:

"8)
Pseudo-text-1 shall contain one or more text-words.  At least one of these text-words shall be neither a separator comma nor a separator space."

b.  Page 36, 7.1.3.2, REPLACE statement, delete syntax rule 11 and change syntax rule 4 to read:

"4)
Pseudo-text-1 shall contain one or more text-words.  At least one of these text-words shall be neither a separator comma nor a separator space."

5.  Page 30, 7.1, Text manipulation, fourth paragraph, change "by" to "be".

6.  Item 7 in 00-0178 addresses these changes.

7.  [open issue 1]  Page 56, 7.2.17.2, SOURCE FORMAT directive, 


a.  general rule 3, change "terminating period" to "terminating separator period".


b.  general rule 5, change "terminating period" to "terminating separator period".

8.  Addressed by 00-0179.  Skip for now.

9.  Addressed by 00-0179.  Skip for now.

10.  Corrected in CD 1.8.

11.  [open issue 1]  Page 182, 11.8.2, OPTIONS paragraph, syntax rule 1, replace "periods" by "separator periods".

12.  [open issue 1, but some change is desirable in any case]  Page 197, 12.2.6.2, SPECIAL-NAMES paragraph, syntax rule 28, change in part to read:


"One of the separator periods may be omitted..."

13.  [open issue 1] Page 232, 13.3.4, File description entry, first paragraph, last sentence, change "period" to "separator period".

14.  No change is needed.  The rule applies to the ATTRIBUTE clause, which is removed by 00-0264.

15.  Page 325, 13.16.41.3, PICTURE clause, general rule 14, paragraph for comma, change "sysmbol" to "symbol".

16.  Page 384, 14.5.2, Paragraphs, first sentence, change "period and a space" to "separator space".


[This should be done no matter what the decision is on open issue 1.]

17.  [open issue 1] Page 386, 14.6.3.1, Imperative statement, last paragraph, change "period" to "separator period".

18.  [open issue 1] Page 453, 14.10.18.2, IF statement, syntax rule 3, change 'terminal period' to 'terminal separator period'.

19.  [open issue 1] Page 648, A.1.1.1, Communication description entry, first paragraph, last sentence, change "period" to "separator period".

20.  [open issue 1] Page 834, E.1, Archaic language elements, element 3, second and third sentences, replace "period" by "separator period".

21.  Page 82, 8.3.2, Separators, item 3, have an index entry for 'period' point here.  The subtopic is 'separator'.

22.  Page 19, 5.1.7, Punctuation, have the index entries for the following point here:


Separators


Separators, space


Space, separator


[DAS:  Personally, I'm not convinced about this one, but I'm not strongly opposed.]

23.  Page 856, delete the index entry for "pseudo-text delimiters" and add page 82 to the index entry for "pseudo-text delimiter".

RESOLVED ISSUES:

NONE.

OPEN ISSUES:
1.  Should we use the term 'separator period' instead of 'period' as Robert Jones suggests?  This determines whether we accept or reject the many of these comments.  I've included the changes in case J4 want to make them, but I'm not really convinced they are needed.  The affected comments are marked.

One point in his favor:  On page 386, the last paragraph of 14.6.3.1, Imperative statement, uses the term 'period', but the very next sentence, which is in 14.6.3.2, Imperative sentence, uses the term 'separator period'.  This does appear to be inconsistent.

