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SUBJECT:
NO vote on 00-0029, INITIALIZE enhancements

AUTHOR:
Bill Klein
Don, please process this as my NO ballot on:

  "LB 00-0029, INITIALIZE enhancements"

There are a couple of "minor" problems with the paper, that when fixed, would

allow me to change my "NO" vote to a "YES" vote. Whether the question

included below requires a new paper or not, is up to the committee (but I

think would "best" be handled by a revised version of this paper).

Page 111, SR1 needs to be changed to allow the "NULL Predefined-address" to

be referenced in an INITIALIZE statement.

Page 382, SR7 and SR8 need to be changed to allow these types of items to be

specified in an INITIALIZE statement (both as sending and receiving items - I

think, but am not certain). It is certainly my assumption that you can

INITIALIZE one of these types of items as an elementary item, not just as

part of a group.  However, it is clear that they can be referenced in the

"BY" phrase.

Question:

  If we are expanding INITIALIZE to be able to handle these types of

data-items, shouldn't VALIDATE be extended at the same time? (I.e. Currently

the VALIDATE DESTINATION phrase is worded in terms that restrict it to MOVE

of operands - See GR1 in 13.16.19.3 on page 295 for example.  If users would

expect INITIALIZE to handle items that are DATA-POINTERs, OBJECT-REFERENCEs,

and PROGRAM-POINTERs, then won't they expect VALIDATE to also handle them in

"comparable" ways?)

