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1. Page 158, 9.2.4, Cursor, last paragraph, this is not phrased in the style we have chosen for the rest of the draft for things the implementor can define.  It should say something like 
"The implementor may define keys that change the position of the cursor."  

Item 47 in the implementor-defined list already addresses whether the implementor shall document, which is where we have chosen to put that information.

2. Page 204, 12.2.7, REPOSITORY paragraph, syntax rule 15.   Shouldn't this rule allow for the having the interface definition in the compilation group rather than in the external repository?  Or, once you have put in a REPOSITORY entry, do you have to remove it if a new copy of the interface definition is placed in the compilation group?  - - as a programmer, I would consider that a nuisance.

3. Page 244, 13.9.2, Constant entry:  the syntax rules are a mix of syntax and semantics.   

· Rules 5, 8, 9, 10, and 11 are clearly syntax rules

· Rule 4, 6, and 7 are probably syntax rules

· Rules 1, 2, and 3 are about effects and treatment.  None of these specify things the compiler can "detect" at compile time.  These should be general rules.

Remember that we have a conformance rule that the compiler shall detect a violation of syntax rules, so we need to be careful about what is and what is not a syntax rule.

4. Page 244, 13.9.2, Constant entry, syntax rule 6:  There is no similar rule for the length of data-name-2.  A rule should be added or data-name-2 should be addressed in syntax rule 6.

5. Page 244, 13.9.3, Constant entry, general rule 4, last sentence, change "data-name-1" to "data-name-2".

6. Page 312, 13.16.39.2, OCCURS clause, syntax rule 7:   Part of this is guidance rather than a syntax rule; i.e., 

"if the subject of this entry, or an entry subordinate to this entry, is to be referenced by subscripting using an index-name or"

The compiler does not know a user's intent (to be referenced).  It is not sufficient to just delete "to be", leaving a tautology.  If there is no INDEXED phrase, there is no index-name; if there is an index-name, there is an INDEXED phrase.  

There is a sufficient rule for index-name under subscripts, 8.4.1.2.2, syntax rule 4.  The quoted part of OCCURS syntax rule 7 should be deleted or transformed into a note for guidance.

7. Page 318, 13.16.40.3, PAGE clause:   This clause has lots of general rules that have no exception condition associated with their violation; for example, general rule 2 d which says "Any report heading (when not on a page by itself) shall be defined so that it terminates before this line."

Either this is guidance and should be changed to a note saying "should" rather than "shall" or it is a rule.  If it is a rule, there should be an indication of an exception condition or an acknowledgement that it is not checked. 

8. Page 320, 13.16.41.2, PICTURE clause, syntax rule 15:  The second sentence is semantics and should not be in a syntax rule.  There is something like it said on page 323 in general rule 13 for the symbol V, second paragraph:   "… the symbol 'V' is redundant."

The second sentence of syntax rule 15 should be deleted.   

9. Page 328, PICTURE clause, editing rules, rule 7, 6th paragraph (beginning "To avoid unwanted truncation… ".  This is advice and should be in a note or deleted (I favor deleting it).  The rule should say something like "If the size of character-string-1 is less than the number of characters in the sending operand, plus the number of non-floating insertion symbols to be inserted in the item, plus one, the sending operand is truncated to …. What ? … .  If truncation occurs, …"
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