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This is a "no" J4 letter ballot on LIA-2.  Actually, I am "border-line" on

making it a "YES - with comments" - but think that J4 should at least

CONSIDER a negative response (for the reasons listed below - although I doubt

that it will have much impact).

1) (minor)

 Page 152 (in reference 20 - referring to ISO 1989:1985) has

  "Currently under revision (1998)"

 I don't know what that "1998" is, but I can't believe that it is anything

that is current or correct. (There is no real clue at the beginning of Annex

D to explain what it is supposed to mean.)

2) (editorial)

 The entire document should be reviewed for its conformance with ISO drafting

rules concerning "fonts."  It may be correct, but as a person who is visually

impaired (and who tried to read the PDF version), I can't believe that these

fonts are really conforming.  (This should be a "yes" or "no" question, so if

ISO says that they are correct, then I accept their judgment on this.)

3) (Substantive)

 If you look at page 89 of the document, it lists the following languages for

which "Example bindings for specic languages" are provided.  The list is as

follows:

 Ada

 Basic

 C

 C++

 Fortran

 Haskell

 Java

 Common Lisp

 ISLisp

 Modula-2

 Pascal and Extended Pascal

 PL/I

 SML

Now look at the web at page:

  http://anubis.dkuug.dk/JTC1/SC22/

and you will see that there are SC22 Working Groups for the following

languages (non-language specific working groups included in parenthesis):

 WG3 - APL

 WG4 - COBOL

 WG5 - Fortran

 WG9 - Ada

 (WG11 - Binding Techniques)

 WG13 - Modula-2

 WG14 - C

 (WG15 - POSIX)

 WG16 - ISLisp

 WG17 - Prolog

 (WG19 - Formal Specification Languages)

 (WG20 - Internationalization)

 (WG21 - C++)

You will notice that the three programming languages,

  APL, COBOL, Prolog

are missing from the LIA-2 annex (while several languages without SC22

Working Groups are represented - I don't know if any or all of these have ISO

or IEC groups outside SC22). I believe that J4 should request that at least a

paragraph or two be added to this *INFORMATIVE* annex for each of these SC22

languages.  Even if the COBOL section were limited to something which

indicated that many of the features required for a "robust" binding are

included in the revision work but not yet a part of the ISO Standard - and

that, therefore, a binding example for COBOL would best be delayed until

after the next revision is approved, I would find that better than what the

current document says (or more accurately does NOT say) about COBOL.

It should be noted that the current LIA-2 document does say,

"This list is not exhaustive. Other languages and other computing devices

(like `scientic' calculators, `web script' languages, and database `query

languages') are suitable for conformity to LIA-2."

but I believe that any ISO Standard which addresses some of the SC22

languages should include SOME mention of all of those that are currently

"active".

4 (general)

 I do not believe that I have the technical expertise to evaluate this

document, but do believe it should be reviewed (in more detail) by someone

(or group of people) who are familiar with "Elementary Numeric Functions" in

a business-programming environment.

