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COMMENTS:

At the May 2000 WG4 question, the convenor asked the question,

“Is the draft COBOL Standard that we are developing, ‘Commercially Viable’ ?”

The convenor started this conversation by stating (as I recall – I apologize in advance for any errors or distortions in these recollections):

A) She had heard of at least two (major?) COBOL vendors who had privately and unofficially indicated “doubt” that they would ever implement this revision.

B) If “we” do not truly believe that this draft is commercially viable, then why are we “progressing” it (and how does this impact our mandate from SC22)?

During discussion at WG4, this question lead to a discussion of the “complexity” of the COBOL language as defined in the current draft.  As I recall the conversation, the discussion continued on complexity and what were the “causes” of certain language standards having “less than the desired” continued commercial viability (e.g. PL/I, Basic, Fortran).  However, as far as I recall, WG4 never came back to answer the original question (either positively or negatively). 

The purpose of this paper is to get this same question “on the table” at J4.  It seems to me that the committee really should have an opinion on  this question.  Obviously,  this is neither a “technical” nor a “development” issue of the type that J4 usually addresses.  However, I would hope that J4 would take the time to figure out:

1) Do the members of J4 believe the current draft is “commercially viable”?

2) If not, what (if anything) can J4 do to either the document itself or to the language specification to increase its viability?

3) Is there anything outside the document/language specification itself that J4 can/should do to increase the likelihood of its eventual implementation and perception as “commercially viable?” 

NOTE: The author of this document’s views on problems with the current draft are known by many on the committee.  However, this paper is intended to solicit input from the “mainstream” of J4 on what – if anything – can/should be done to answer affirmatively the question asked at WG4.

