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	HF　(JP)
	General
	
	Ed
	Almost all copyright notices on pages are in the header except on  page xx, xxii, 905～929, where the notices are in the footer.
	For the sake of consistency, move all copyright notices in the page footer to the header on the same page.
	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	General
	
	Ed
	Page number i is missing, although the cover page seems the page i.

	Start the page number i from the page after the copyright notice page.


	Reject. In reviewing three ISO documents; one of which is the proof copy of TR 24716, all three start the copyright page as ii.  The cover page is i, but the cover is not numbered.  This seems to be the ISO standard.



	RG (UK)
	General

Various. I can enumerate them if required
	
	
	The phrases "is an abbreviation for" and "are equivalent" are used in several places in relation to reserved words. I can see no difference in their use.

For instance, page 406 13.18.60.2 (Syntax rules of USAGE) 6) COMP is an abbreviation for COMPUTATIONAL; page 399 13.18.57.2 (Syntax rules of TYPE) 9) RH is an abbreviation for REPORT HEADING; and, oddly, page 138 8.7.5.2 (Syntax rules for relational operators) 8) = is an abbreviation for EQUAL [TO].

Elsewhere the phrase "are equivalent" is used, for instance, page 530 14.9.24.2 (Syntax Rules of MOVE) FORMAT 2 SR 11) The words CORR and CORRESPONDING are equivalent; page 233 12.3.6.2 (Syntax rules of SPECIAL-NAMES paragraph) 12) The words THROUGH and THRU are equivalent.
	Agree a standard phrase and change all occurrences where two or more reserved words are equivalent.

I prefer "are equivalent" as it makes no judgement about whether one reserved word is actually an abbreviation of another. The phrase "is an abbreviation for" makes a statement about the linguistic relationship between the words but does not say they can be used interchangeably
	Reject.  OWG-1 does not believe that the benefits of this change outweigh the inherent cost and risk associated with a blanket change.

	wmk (US)
	general
	
	T-er
	Consider which, if any, additionally identified questions should be addressed.

See OWG 31-0232, "Internal Review Input – Topics not adequately researched"
	
	Note:  Topics for which OWG-1 considers to be currently relevant as noted within this status have been listed as separate comments within this document.

Topic 10:  Ms. Bennett will research the possibility of adding a NOTE.  

	wmk (US)
	general
	
	T-er
	Consider the issues and suggestions in 

OWG 31-0233, "Internal Review Input – The revision; why and whither "
	
	OWG-1 concluded that the recommendations in this document are not relevant at the current stage of the standards development process. OWG-1 will forward 31-0233 to the OWG-2 convener for consideration.

	wmk (US)
	General
	
	
	The term "results are undefined" is underspecified and used in contradictory manners.  It is unclear when this means

a. That the content of any receiving items are undefined, but that logic flow is as is defined in 14.6.12.1.2 Fatal exception conditions, or

b. That both the content of any receiving items and the logic float is undefined.

Sentences like,

"the EC-??? exception is set to exist, and the results are undefined"

are very common in the revision.  In most (but not all) cases, this probably means that the content of receiving items are undefined but that logic flow is as defined in 14.6.12.1.2.

My suggestion would (probably) be to add a generic statement (or definition in the "terms" chapter) indicating that this term means that the content of any receiving items are undefined but that the logic flow is as defined elsewhere UNLESS there is a specific rule to the contrary.


	
	There are three "categories" in which "results are undefined" appears.  
 
First is that in which NO exception condition or other "red flag" is raised.  That is a single case -- WRITE ... ADVANCING using a data item with a negative value as the argument.  I believe the specification is appropriate as it stands.  
 
Second is the case in which a NONFATAL exception condition is set to exist.  This applies to the COLUMN clause (GR4) and the LINE clause (GR2 and GR3).  In these cases, the "unhandled" exception condition is ignored, and the specification is appropriate.  
 
After the presumed application of 31-0245, there are two possible "wrinkles" in the cases in which a FATAL exception condition is set to exist and the results are undefined.  There are two "sets" of these:  
 

1)  ROUNDED phrase (GR7, and GR11 subrules a and b) currently read "... exception condition is set to exist and the results [of the operation, for GR7] are undefined."  I believe it would be an improvement to say "... exception condition is set to exist, the size error condition exists, and the algebraic value is undefined."  Since the size error condition exists for that destination, the rules of 14.7.4 explicitly apply, and they require that the content of the relevant receiving data item are UNCHANGED, not undefined.  We don't currently say that the size error exists in these three cases, as I see it.    
 
2)  MOVE statement, overflow and underflow (as modified by 31-0245).  The current version of that document explicitly overrides 14.6.12.2 Rule 5 in the same way.  This could be made clearer by replacing 14.6.12.2 Rule 5 with "If checking for the exception condition is not enabled, the implementor defines whether or not execution will continue, and, unless specified otherwise in rules, how it will continue, and how any receiving operands are affected."  That would clarify both ROUNDED and MOVE even further.  

 
Chuck will include changes to cover these two possibilities in 31-0245. 

	RG (UK)
	table of contents on page X
	
	ed
	IDENTIFICATION is preceded by a 3 - viz. 3IDENTIFICATION
	
	

	RG (UK)
	4. 

Terms and Definitions

Add new definitions
	
	
	The terms MSCS, mass storage control system,. mass storage device, mass storage file, mass storage type of device (in Annex A.3 Processor-dependent language element list) and mass storage media (one occurrence in D.2 Files)

There should be definitions for (at least) mass storage control system (MSCS), mass storage device and mass storage file. Not sure about odd occurrence of mass storage media in D.2
	Add before 4.122

mass storage control system (MSCS) - a combination of hardware and software which allows access to the files and records on a mass storage device.

Add before 4.122

mass storage device - a device which provides the capability of accessing records in a sequential and nonsequential manner.

Add before 4.122

mass storage file – a file held on a mass storage device.
	OWG-1 believes that the terms "mass storage control system", "mass storage device", and "mass storage type of device" are well understood phrases with the computer industry.  OWG-1 believes that the acronym MSCS is superfluous to the standard and will be removed.  
Changes to be applied

1)  14.7.8 (and 14.7.8 General Rules) replace "MSCS" 6 times with "Mass Storage Control System"

2) Delete all occurrences of "(MSCS)"

	HF　(JP)
	4.12
	
	Ed
	The font (or boldface) changes in the middle of the sentence (in the middle of the word "character").


	Use consistent font.
	Accept.  The first part of the definition is in the font "Univers".  The second part of the definition is in "Univers-Light".  Note that this occurs a number of times in the definition. Section.  Change all use of the font "Univers-Light" to "Univers".

	HF　(JP)
	4.57
	
	Ed
	There are two elements in a line separated by a semicolon.

	Divide the line, like 4.58.
	Accept.  Note the index entry for [Decimal Separator: Definition] should point 4.58, and the place where the index entry for [Decimal Separator: Definition] currently points to (12.2.6.3) should be pointed to by [Decimal Separator].

	RG (UK)
	5.2.5.1 Brackets page 25 
	
	ed
	the words "the brackets" appear to be missing after "contained within" on line 1. See 5.2.5.2 Braces where the words "the braces" do appear after "contained within".
	Add " the brackets" after "contained within"
	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	7.3.11
	
	Ed
	The direction of "OWG-1/31-0160, #15" is not applied.
	Apply the direction.
	Page 54, 7.3.11, FLAG-02 directive, introduction, [31-0101]
a)  change "certain syntax that might be incompatible" to "certain syntax for which the behavior might be incompatible"

b)  change "the current COBOL standard" to "this International Standard"


	HF　(JP)
	7.3.11.1
	Lead-in
	Ed
	The direction of "OWG-1/31-0160, #16" is not applied correctly.
There is no under line in the operand.
	Add the underline.
	Ensure that FLAG-02 and FLAG-85 are General Formats are consistent in the underlining of keywords.

	HF　(JP)
	8.3.1.2.3.3 GR3)
	
	Ed
	The position of the rule is wrong.

	Move GR3 to after the header FORMAT 1 as directed by "OWG-1/29-0311, #36".
	Move GR3 to after GR4.

	HF　(JP)
	8.5.1.6.3.5.2

P.125
	1st paragraph
	Ed
	An extra article.
	Change "with a another dynamic-capacity table" to "with another dynamic-capacity table"
	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	8.5.1.7.1
P 126
	1st sentence


	Ed
	"an dynamic-length" is a typo.
	Change "an dynamic-length " to "a dynamic-length ".
	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	8.5.1.7.3

P.127
	2nd paragraph, last sentence
	Ed
	Need a comma.
	Change 

"If the sending operand is a figurative constant the length..." to 

If the sending operand is a figurative constant, the length..."
	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	8.5.1.7.3

P.127
	2nd paragraph, last sentence
	T-er
	When the sending item is a figurative constant and the receiving item is a dynamic-length item, this sentence refers to 8.3.1.2.5, Figurative constant values, GR2, to determine the length of the sending operand. But there seems no rule to determine the length of this case in the referenced GR.
	Add a rule in 8.3.1.2.5, Figurative constant values, GR2 that determines the length of the figurative constant when the receiving item is a dynamic-length item.
	Accept: Change GR2b in part to read "... or in association with a fixed-length data item, ..."

Rules GR 2c and 2d should apply in this context.  Rule GR2b ambiguously could apply and so needs to be limited.

	HF　(JP)
	8.8.4.1.1.3
	1st sentence in 3rd and 4th paragraphs
	T-er
	Both sentences refer to 11.9.9, INTERMEDIATE ROUNDING clause, for the rules for the number of digits of the item. But there seems no rule to determine the number of digits in the referenced clause.
	Add a rule or two in 11.9.9, INTERMEDIATE ROUNDING clause, to determine the number of digits of the standard-binary intermediate data item and the standard-decimal intermediate data item.
	Accept in principle, the number of digits is well defined as part of the conversion referenced in the second sentence of both paragraphs.  
Paragraph 3 first sentence, delete ", the number of digits of the standard-binary intermediate data item, and" and delete the comma after "operation". 

Paragraph 4 first sentence, delete ", the number of digits of the standard-decimal intermediate data item, and" and delete the comma after "operation".

	HF　(JP)
	8.8.4.1.1.4
	2nd paragraph, 1st sentence
	Ed
	We are not sure if the English grammar is correct in the following.

"... to an elementary data item of a length the same as the number of digits ..."
	We prefer a clearer way of connecting "the same" and "a length".
	Accept.  Replace with: "... to an elementary data item of the same length in terms of character positions as the number of digits ..."

	RG (UK)
	9.1.3
	
	
	The first and only sentence of the first paragraph reads awkwardly. A suggested rewording is given.
	A file connector is a storage area that is not visible to the user. It is referenced by a file-name. It contains information used by the run unit to determine the status of input-output operations and of the connection to the physical file.
	Accept.  Replace the first paragraph with "A file connector is a conceptual entity used by the run unit to connect to a physical file and to reflect the status of input-output operations.  The file connector is identified using a file-name.  
"

	RG (UK)
	11 

Page 210
	
	ed
	IDENTIFICATION is preceded by a 3 - viz. 3IDENTIFICATION
	Remove 3
	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	12.3.6
P 231
	4th bullet
	Ed
	"an dynamic-length" is a typo.
	Change "an dynamic-length" to "a dynamic-length ".
	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	12.3.6.3 GR18
P 241
	Last paragraph


	Ed
	"an DYNAMIC LENGTH" is a typo.
	Change "an DYNAMIC LENGTH" to "a DYNAMIC LENGTH ".
	Accept

	wmk (US)
	13.18.4 BACKGROUND-COLOR clause
	GR(1)
	T-er
	What exception occurs when the integer is not in the range 0 thru 7?

(Same issue with other COLOR attributes)
	Consider adding this to "undefined language list" or add a new exception
	Reject.  No exception condition exists.  GR4 specifies that this condition is implementer-defined.  (Note that some implementers may use colors above 7 for colors of greater depth)

	wmk (US)
	13.18.5 BASED clause
	GR(2)
	T-er
	I think something is missing in the first sentence that says, "An implicit data-address pointer is created and has an initial value of NULL."

Is this trying to say, "For each item defined with a BASED clause, ...." or is it trying so say that an implicit data point exists for ...?  or is it trying to say something else?
	
	Accept,  Replace the first sentence of GR2 with: "The implicit data-address pointer has an initial value of NULL."

	wmk (US)
	13.18.9 BLINK clause
	GR(2)
	T-ed
	Odd use of "Accept screen"

NOTE:  There are lots of uses of "ACCEPT screen statement" and "DISPLAY screen statement".  I think these are "OK" and we don't need to go to "screen format of the ACCEPT statement". Others may disagree. 


	Change

 " is referenced in an ACCEPT screen or a DISPLAY screen statement""

 to

" is referenced in an ACCEPT screen statement or a DISPLAY screen statement"

 or

is referenced in an ACCEPT or DISPLAY screen statement"
	Accept.  Change in part to read "...an ACCEPT screen statement or..."

	wmk (US)
	13.18.10 BLOCK CONTAINS clause
	GR(1)
	T-er
	If you read GR(1) it appears as if the requirement for including this clause  should be in the "processor dependent list", but it isn't there
	Add the requirement for specifying this clause to the "processor dependent" list.
	Reject.  GR1 refers to an option for the programmer.

	wmk (US)
	13.18.11 CLASS clause
	GR(2)
	T-ed
	Change " indicating that the item is valid on format" to "indicating that no errors occurred during the format validation stage"
	
	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	13.18.32.2
P 334
	
	Ed
	"an dynamic-length" is a typo.
	Change "an dynamic-length" to "a dynamic-length ".
	Accept

	CCS(US)
	14.6.8, Alignment of data within data items

P 436-7
	Rules 1-7
	T-Er
	Floating-point numeric-edited receiving items are inadequately covered.  

Conflicts and ordering problems exist within this specification.  

In some cases the final transfer of information into the receiving data item was explicitly described; in others, it was not.  This inconsistency should be resolved to make the specification explicit In all cases.   


	Revise and reorder rules in 14.6.8 accordingly; see OWG-1/31-0164 for specific recommendations
	Chuck – 31-0245

	HF　(JP)
	14.6.12.2 SR4

P 447
	
	Ed
	"an dynamic-length" is a typo.
	Change "an dynamic-length" to "a dynamic-length ".
	Accept

	CCS(US)
	14.7.4 Size Error phrase and size error condition
	Rules 3-6
	T-ed
	Rules 3-5 conflict with rule 6
	Change "operation" to "statement" in rules 3-5.
	Chuck – 31-0245

	CCS(US)
	14.7.6, Arithmetic statements 
	Rule 3
	T-er
	Conflicts exist between 14.6.8 and 14.7.6 that render the references to MOVE rules inappropriate in this context; the rules for 14.6.8 are applicable and should be specified instead.  . 

The reference to ROUNDED should be in a NOTE, not normative, and INTERMEDIATE ROUNDING rules also need mention in this area.  
	Revise 14.7.6 Rule 3 accordingly; see OWG-1/31-0164 for specific recommendations
	Chuck – 31-0245

	HF　(JP)
	A.4.8 1)

P762
	
	Ed
	"(13.18.24" is a typo.
	Add a ")" at the end.
	Accept

	RG (UK)
	A.3 Processor-dependent language element list 
	
	
	The terms MSCS, mass storage control system,. mass storage device, mass storage file, mass storage type of device (in Annex A.3 Processor-dependent language element list) and mass storage media (one occurrence in D.2 Files)

Change ‘mass storage type of device’ to ‘mass storage device’
	Change 8 occurrences of ‘mass storage type of device’ to ‘mass storage device‘ in A3 Processor-dependent language element list at items

25, 26, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33
	Accept in principle.  Change 29, 32 and 33.  The others include reel type of devices, and should remain as they are.

	wmk (US)
	A.3 Processor Dependent List 
	
	T-ed
	
As stated before the internal review process, I think that the "processor dependent" list should be reorganized.  Right now, if a conforming implementation supports the syntax for any encoding or endianness, they must support them all (for a specify syntactic structure).  As has been stated, most current implementors of the decimal floating point feature (not in COBOL) either support big-endian and decimal encoding or little-endian and binary encoding.  I think the processor dependent list should be organized to correctly reflect this.  I don't think that encoding and endianness should be combined, but I do think that an implementation that supports "BINARY-ENCODING syntax should be required to support it wherever the phrase can be used, but should NOT be required to support DECIMAL-ENCODING.  In other words, each of the encoding and endianness syntax features should be a "stand-alone" feature *(not requiring the alternative) but that it should be required wherever the phrase can be used.  This would allow for programmers to create "self-documenting" source code showing the one and only type of data item supported by their programs.  


Similarly, the rounding options should not be grouped by where they are specified but rather by the type of rounding supported.
	
	Chuck – 31-0239

	wmk (US)
	A.3 Processor Dependent List 
	Item 3
	T-ed
	Processor dependent item 3) currently states,

The ability to specify a significand longer than 31 digits in a floating-point literal is a processor-dependent element of standard COBOL


I think the same thing should be done for floating-point format numeric edited items. In addition, I think this should include having more than 3 digits in the exponent.  Furthermore, I think that some consideration should be given to making both floating-point numeric literals AND numeric-edited floating-point data items entirely optional or processor dependent.  As the revision currently stands, a conforming implementation need not include support for any type of standard arithmetic, any of the new standard floating point usages, or any of the '02 Standard floating point usages (both are processor dependent).  If a conforming implementation doesn't need to support any floating-point usages, why should they be required to support floating point literals or numeric-edited data items?  I think this could be "conditionally" processor dependent, i.e. IF the implementation supports any of the data type usages for floating point items or either of the new arithmetic modes, THEN they must support the literals and numeric-edited items, if not, they need not support these.
	
	Chuck – 31-0239

	HF　(JP)
	A.4.8 2)

P762
	
	Ed
	"(13.18.51}" is a typo. 
	Change "}" to")".
	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	A.4.13 9)
P 764
	
	Ed
	"(13.18.64" is a typo.
	Add a ")".
	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	D.3.7
P 789
	1st paragraph, 1st sentence


	Ed
	"an dynamic-length" is a typo.
	Change "an dynamic-length" to "a dynamic-length ".
	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	D.9.1.2
P809
	5th program fragment


	Ed
	">*" is a typo.


	Change ">*" to"*>".


	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	D.19.6
P860
	In the program fragment


	Ed
	">*" is a typo.
	Change ">*" to"*>".
	Accept

	HF　(JP)
	Index Entry for Matching
P919
	
	Ed
	" Variable-length groups]" is a typo.
	Delete a "]".
	Accept
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