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REFERENCES:


1. CD 1.8, February 2000

2. J4/00-0327,  “COBOL STANDARD STYLE GUIDE”

3. J4/00-0496,  ““DATA” - Consistently Singular or Plural”

COMMENTS:

1. Item 59 - Once reference 3 (or its predecessor – 00-0350) is “resolved,” the Style Guide should be updated to make it clear exactly what the status is of the word “DATA.” Should the Style Guide require it to be plural (as both the current Style Guide and “proper” English require) – or should the Standard consistently treat it as singular?

2. Item 5 – I believe that these font requirements are for the Standard itself – and NOT for proposals.  If that is true, then this should be made clear. (Because of my vision issues, I hope that the “style” for proposals is for at least 12-point fonts – but others may think that is too large.)

3. Item 7 – Remove the parenthetical statement that “ISO requires that the definitions should contain … (no normative text).”  ISO definitions most definitely and explicitly ARE “normative.”  It is true that they “shall not” contain rules, but that is an entirely separate issue from whether they are or are not normative.

4. Item 11 – I know that the ISO rules for NOTES have changed relatively recently.  Is this item current and correct? (I can’t remember which was the “old” way and which is the “new” way.)

5. Item 13 – I think that the ISO Directives are now (free and) online.  If so, could we add the URL to this item?

6. New Item – Somewhere add a rule that “boolean” is not capitalized in the Standard (even though “normal” rules of English require it).

7. Item 20 – Now that the Standard allows both “apostrophe” and “quotation marks” as literal delimiters, should this be expanded to “recommend” one or the other for examples (in NOTES and INFORMATIVE ANNEXES)?

8. Item 31 – this is not “current” when it states, “In general, a syntax rule can be checked for validity by a compiler during compilation.” Unless I have missed something, syntax rules are REQUIRED to be “checkable” by a compiler.

9. Item 34 – Has this item been updated since the work on “integer?”  If not, should it be?

10. Item 37 – Add a sentence to this indicating that this does NOT apply to words “reserved in context”.

11. Item 52 – Change “cause” to “case” in the last sentence.

12. Item 55 – “We” have gone back and forth on whether these are Syntax Rules or General Rules.  Whatever J4 decides they should be, should be specified here.

13. Item 57 – This may need to be changed if

a. We keep category numeric-edited items of both CLASS NATIONAL and CLASS ALPHANUMERIC

b. We ever (intend to) add numeric-edited literals

