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In 00-0498, Mr. Klein says:

" As an example of why I am in doubt that the entire document has been reviewed for possible problem is the fact that 00-0412 and 00-0484 do not deal with issue identified in 00-0350/94.  It is possible that if the approach of 00-0412 is followed, then all that needs to happen is to change “described as a national data item” to “a data item of class national” - but it just doesn't seem apparent to me that all the problem of this “new” intermixing of the same category in multiple classes have been examined.”

Comment 94 in 00-0350 says

Page 536, “14.10.36.3, SORT statement, general rule 6, replace with the following [00-0263]: (as changed by proposal item 175 of the CCP).

Problem: If there is a one record description and that one record description has only a single numeric or numeric-edited data item with USAGE NATIONAL, shouldn’t the fill character also be national spaces, rather than alphanumeric spaces?

Recommendation: Change GR6a from

“If there is only one record description entry associated with the file referenced by file-name-2 and that record is described as a national data item, the record is space filled with national space characters.”

to

“If there is only one record description entry associated with the file referenced by file-name-2 and that record is described as a national data item or a single numeric or numeric-edited item described with USAGE NATIONAL, the record is space filled with national space characters.”

Recommendation: Similarly Change GR6b (in part) from

“When the record is described as a national data item, the record is space filled with national space characters.”
to

“When the record is described as a national data item or is described  as a single numeric or numeric-edited data item described with USAGE NATIONAL, the record is space filled with national space characters.”

I reviewed comment 94 and I agree with the changes proposed by Mr. Klein.  I also agree there may be other errors and the document needs to be reviewed for correctness of all category, class, and usage rules.  I do not consider this relevant to how a data item of category numeric-edited with usage national is classified.  

Of the other issues presented in 00-0498, Mr. Klein identified one as a problem today; that is:

Page 236, 13.3.5.2 Syntax rules (Sort-merge file description entry)

“If more than one record description entry is associated with the sort-merge file description entry, all of the record description entries shall be of the same category..”

NOTE: This is a real problem today, i.e. if you have two records – each composed of a single elementary item of category numeric-edited – but one is USAGE NATIONAL and the other is USAGE DISPLAY, is this “conforming”? If so, how do the semantics work.

This should be fixed by changing in part to "… same category and usage."  In general, the draft has been developed that way.  See page 562, argument type national for an example. 

As to a WG4 position on a new class for numeric-edited with usage national, my notes show that WG4 wanted me to investigate.  To my report in 00-0484, I add the following:  If we were to introduce a new separate class for category numeric-edited with usage national, we would need a new separate class for category alphanumeric-edited with usage display, for consistency.  Otherwise, a new anomaly would be introduced.

Mr. Klein states that I am wrong in saying that he advocated class alphanumeric for the situation.  If he says so, then I am.  I can really only say that he proposed a straw vote to that effect, and I acknowledge that proposing a straw vote is not necessarily advocacy.  
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