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DISCUSSION:
I have added my response, in italics, to all the items in the referenced paper that relate to report writer or VALIDATE.

175-177.  Pages 793-4, Validate facility,  add VARYING to the clauses listed as relevant in:


19.1
Format validation


19.2
Input distribution


19.4
Relation validation


19.5
Error indication

The list of clauses relevant is intended to contain only those clauses that are relevant specifically to that stage. If we add VARYING, we would need to add PRESENT WHEN, OCCURS and REDEFINES also.


[I don't see that the VARYING clause is relevant to content validation.]

Whoops! The VARYING clause is just as relevant to CONTENT validation as to any other stage.  Example:

O1  IN-REC.                   

  05  IN-MONTH     PIC 99   OCCURS 12 TIMES  

      VARYING V-MONTH-NO FROM 1 BY 1.              

     88  VALID VALUES ARE 1 THRU 31.  

     88  INVALID VALUE 31

         WHEN V-MONTH-NO = 2 OR 4 OR 6 OR 9 OR 11.  

     88  INVALID VALUE 30

         WHEN V-MONTH-NO = 2.  

     88  INVALID VALUE 29

         WHEN V-MONTH-NO = 2 AND W-LEAP-IND = 0.  

178.
Page 794, C.19.7, Example of validation,

a.
In the declaration of IN-REC-FORMAT-1, change the PRESENT WHEN clause to read:



"PRESENT WHEN IN-TYPE = 0 OR 1 OR 2"

This has a different semantics from the previous example. The new example assumes the first description (IN-REC-FORMAT-1) if the record-type is zero or invalid on format. The original example made no such assumption and it's important to know that that is valid code. It might be better to add an in-line COBOL comment to explain whatever wasn't clear.

b.
In the declaration of IN-NAME, change the condition in the ALLOW clause to read:



"WHEN IN-TYPE < 1"

Well spotted! I think this was intended to read "WHEN IN-TYPE = 2".
