26 January 2010  
                         PL22.4/10-0008                


                                                             
Page  1  of 2

[image: image1.png]incits>




COBOL Task Group

Subject:

Comments on Robert Jones proposals

Author:

Donald F. Nelson

References 
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General comments

1. Mr. Jones did a superb job at reviewing the changes.
Comments

1. In 10-0003, items 1, 3, 5, and 6 are errors and will be fixed in CD 1.3.

2. 10-0003, items 2 and 7 are fixed in CD 1.2.

3. 10-0003, item 4: I don’t know about this because I don’t have that standard. He is probably right.

4. 10-0003, item 8: I will delete the “an international standard” part.

5. 10-0004, item 1: I don’t know if I can fix this. The “committee draft …” is a constant and inserted automatically. There does not seem to be a way to make it fit the surrounding text for notes.

6. 10-0004, items 2 3, my change was indeed correct.

7. 10-0004, item 4, I made the change correctly but the paragraph has always been mangled. I will fix it in CD 1.3.

8. 10-0004, item 5 is an error and will be fixed in CD 1.3.

9. 10-0004, item 6 is fixed in CD 1.2.

10. 10-0005, item 1 is a suggestion for change, not an error.

11. 10-0005, item 2, I numbered the rules because it seemed to go with the rest of the paragraphs. I can remove the numbers if you feel that they should not be there.

12. 10-0005, items 3 and 6, will change to “contents … are”.

13. 10-0005, item 4, I felt that the note applied only to the successful operation, so it should be placed before the last paragraph. I now feel that the last paragraph should be a new general rule entirely.

14. 10-0005, item 5, I applied the change to READ here incorrectly. The original change was correct and I will apply that.

15. 10-0005, item 7, I again copied a change without fixing it up. I will change “file-name-1” to “implicit-record-1”.

16. 10-0005, item 8, will make the suggested editorial change.

17. 10-0005, item 9, about the same as 15 above.

18. 10-0005, item 10, does this make any difference? I felt that after C.4 was more appropriate.

19. 10-0006, item 1, I will apply the original changes.

20. 10-0006, item 2, period will be added.

21. 10-0006, item 3, I decided later to not make the change and forgot to take the proposal item out. Should any change be made or leave it as it is (now page 105).

22. 10-0006, item 4, I felt that “shall be used” is better. Was I wrong (now page 108)?

23. 10-0006, item 5, the comment is correct. It was supposed to be gr 6, not 5.

24. 10-0006, item 6, was missed and will be fixed.

25. 10-0006, item 7, the changes were required by the style guide.

26. 10-0006, item 8, will delete the “int-1”.

