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COMMENTS:

The entire proposal in 99-0423 is the opposite of what the published interpretation A-310 states is true for the ’85 Standard. Unless there is a STRONG reason for introducing this incompatibility, I believe this proposal should be rejected (and the response to the comment should be changed to indicate that this would be an incompatible change with the ’85 Standard). If there is some technical reason for introducing this incompatibility, then it needs to be documented in the Substantive Change AFFECTING annex.

In addition, I believe that J4 and WG4 should “revisit” the restriction on free-form reference format that continued and continuation lines may not include “empty” parts of alphanumeric literals.  I do not know why this rule was introduced, but as it is not the way that fixed-form reference format works in the ’85 Standard, I think there needs to be a significant justification to introduce this restriction for free-form reference format.  (Personally, I know of no implementation which already includes free-form as an extension which has such a restriction, but that doesn’t mean that there aren’t any.)  Clearly, whatever the committees decide about continued alphanumeric literals in free-form reference format, it can’t be incompatible with the ’85 Standard.  However, any unexpected differences between fixed-form and free-form reference format should be limited to those with serious technical justifications. 


