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COMMENTS:

I believe there is a conflict between the approved and published interpretation A-52 and CD 1.7 rules for continuation in fixed-form reference format.

The X3J4 RESPONSE in A-52 states (in part),

“In reference 1, “the resultant source program” means the one produced from the original source and the processing of COPY and REPLACE statements; this has no bearing on the processing of hyphens that exist in the original source program.”

Although the actual examples in the interpretation request show only the continued COBOL word, “COPY” and text-name, I believe the response makes it clear that the ’85 Standard requires a conforming implementation to allow for continued text-words as well.  (If you look at the interpretation A-82 which also is in CIB-25, you will see that this also applies to alphanumeric literals that appear in pseudo-text).

However, if you look at CD 1.7, it states (in part) in “6.2.4 Continuation of lines” on page 39, 

“A COBOL word, literal, or picture character-string may be broken such that part of it appears on a subsequent line. … The continuation of a COBOL word, picture character-string, or literal other than an alphanumeric, boolean, or national literal is identified by a fixed continuation indicator in the continuation line.

NOTE 1 — Continuation of COBOL words is an archaic feature and its used should be avoided. It is allowed in fixed form for compatibility with the previous COBOL standard.”

On the other hand, “6.4 Logical conversion” on page 42 states (in part),

“Source text and library text in fixed-form reference format are logically converted to free-form reference format before the application of replacing and conditional compilation actions. Continued and continuation lines in fixed format and in free format are concatenated to remove continuation indicators, and comments and blank lines are removed from both formats.”

This seems (to me) to indicate that continuation is “logically performed” while COPY (and REPLACE) statements till have “text words” and not “COBOL words.”  Therefore, I suggest that the first sentence quoted above from “6.2.4 Continuation of lines” be changed to read,

“A COBOL word, text word, literal, or picture character-string may be broken such that part of it appears on a subsequent line.”

In other words, “text words” would explicitly be added to those items that may be continued across lines.  Furthermore, (and I am less positive about this – but would recommend it), I would suggest that the “archaic” item be expanded to include the continuation of “text words.”  This would require a few other changes (such as the Archaic Items annex.)  The reason that I am less certain about the desirability of this, is that A-82 does state (and I think it is true) that alphanumeric literals in pseudo-text are “text words” – and I don’t know if we really want to make their continuation “archaic” or not.


