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

	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
	

	CCS(US)
	14.9.35, SET statement
	General rule 29
	
	Rule specifies that an arithmetic expression shall evaluate to a nonnegative integer but does not specify the consequences of failing to meet this requirement
	Replace General rule 29 with the following: 

If arithmetic-expression-4 does not evaluate to a nonnegative integer, the EC-BOUND-SUBSCRIPT exception is set to exist and  the execution of the SET statement is unsuccessful.  


	

	RG(UK)
	4 Terms and definitions

p 12
	4.51
	Ed
	Mis-spelling of charactes
	character
	

	RG(UK)
	8.5.1.7.3

p126
	
	Ed
	Mis-spelling dynammic-length (two m's)
	dynamic-length
	

	RG(UK)
	13.4.4.1

p272
	Format 3
	Ed
	inage (2 lines from end of section)
	linage
	

	RG(UK)
	13.18.54

p391
	SUM Clause
	Ed
	Totalled (Commonwealth Spelling}
	Totaled (alternatively convert rest of document to Commonwealth spelling to avoid this change)
	

	RG(UK)
	p621 14.9.47.3)
	General rules  7 c
	Ed
	MOVE statementt (two t's)
	MOVE statement
	

	RG(UK)
	15.54.3 

p690
	Returned values 1)
	Ed
	negative value furthest form zero (line 2) – form should be from
	negative value furthest from zero


	

	RG(UK)
	15.86.3 

p726
	Returned values 1 b) Note 2
	Nn-ed
	is greater that 31 digits (that should be than)
	is greater than 31 digits
	

	RG(UK)
	15.87.3

p727
	Returned values 1 b) Note 2
	Nn-ed
	is greater that 31 digits (that should be than)
	is greater than 31 digits
	

	RG(UK)
	A.1 Implementor-defined language element list 

p749
	179) SYNCHRONIZED clause
	Ed
	(positioning when neither RIGHT or LEFT is specified)
	or should be nor
	

	RG(UK)
	D.3.5.4 

p788
	Example 4
	Nn-ed
	can not
	cannot
	

	RG(UK)
	D.15 Common exception processing 

p825
	10 lines from end of page 825
	Nn-ed
	name'or
	Not sure what correction is needed
	

	RG(UK)
	E.2 Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs 

p889
	8) line 7) 
	Nn-ed
	have lead
	have led
	

	RG(UK)
	E.2. Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs
p893
	21) Processor-dependence on ISO/IEC 14651
	Nn-ed
	not longer (line 2)
	no longer
	

	RG(UK)
	E3 Substantive changes not affecting existing programs

p895
	27) TERMINATE statement, when report contains a VARYING clause.
	Nn-ed
	VARING (line 6)
	VARYING
	

	RG(UK)
	Index

p911
	DYNAMIC LENGTH clause 320
	Nn-ed
	Data desctiption entry 288
	Data description entry 288
	

	RG(UK)
	Index 

p919
	
	Nn-ed
	MOVE statemen 55
	MOVE statement 55
	

	RG(UK)
	Index 

p925
	
	Nn-ed
	SET statemen 56
	SET statement 56
	

	RG(UK)
	Index 

p925
	
	Nn-ed
	Set Statement (Capitalisation)
	SET statement
	

	RG(UK)
	General
	
	nn-ef/ed
	The document uses the phrases 'means of'' and 'means for'. In several places (A search should locate them). They appear to have the same meaning.
	Determine if it is worth standardising on one of these phrases – it is not a high priority for me
	

	RG(UK)
	General
	NOTE
	nn-ef/ed
	I assume that a NOTE is non-normative. It doesn't appear to say so in the document. 
	It may be useful to say that a NOTE is non-normative
	

	WMK(US)
	E.3
	Substantive changes not affecting existing programs
	Nn-ed
	Start "not affecting" section on new page
	Add page break before E.3
	

	WMK(US)
	BIBLIOGRAPHY
	
	Nn-er
	Add '85 and '02 Standards to bibliography (as they are referenced in FLAG-85 and FLAG-02 directives
	Add to bibliography:

· ISO 1989:1985

· (maybe with amendments)

· ISO/IEC 1989:2002.
	

	WMK(US)
	Index
	
	Nn-ed
	Remove index entry for "Any-length elementary item" pointing to page 782
	remove index entry and determine if a dynamic length entry is missing
	

	WMK(US)
	index
	
	Nn-ed
	Remove index entry for "ANY LENGTH STRUCTURE clause" pointing to page 232
	remove index entry and determine if an entry for dynamic length structure is missing.
	

	WMK(US)
	13.18.53
	SOURCE clause
	T-ed
	Move the "rounded phrase" information to after "arithmetic-expression-1" within the curli-brackets and delete SR(5). Without this change, the rules for rounding need to be expanded to include the SOURCE clause  as well as the SUM clause
	
	

	WMK(US)
	14.9.24
	MOVE statement – GR(2) and GR(3)
	T-ed
	Change " dynamic-length elementary data item" to " dynamic-length elementary item"
	Remove erroneous "data" from the phrase
	

	WMK(US)
	Introduction
	last paragraph
	Nn-ed
	Change "impact" to "affect" - twice.  (For consistency with substantive change list)
	
	

	WMK(US)
	7.3.11
	FLAG-02 directive (NOTE under GR(2)
	Nn-ed
	Change "impact" to "affect".  (For consistency with substantive change list)
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.2
	Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs (entries 7 12, 25, and 72 )
	Nn-ed
	Change "impact" to "affect".  (For consistency with substantive change list name)
	
	

	WMK(US)
	F.2
	Obsolete language elements
	Nn-ed
	Force page break before beginning of "Obsolete language elements" list
	
	

	WMK(US)
	F.2
	Obsolete language elements (first paragraph)
	Nn-ed
	Change "impact" to "affect".  (For consistency with substantive change list)
	
	

	WMK(US)
	5.8
	Verbal forms for the expression of provisions (1st paragraph)
	T-ed
	There is a reference to a "specific clause" of the ISO drafting rules, but it doesn't include a year in the document name. The information does NOT actually match (at least in format" what is in the 6th edition.
	If the COBOL revision is still using the 5th edition of the drafting rules, then remove the clause name or add a year.  If the 6th edition is used, redo the entire section to match what is in that document.
	

	WMK(US)
	5.8
	Verbal forms for the expression of provisions (1st paragraph)
	t-er
	Remove the first notes in the table. They are "requirements" – but to the standards developer, not the user.  The third note is "appropriate" as a note.
	
	

	WMK(US)
	8.1.2 COBOL character repertoire
	Table 2 — COBOL character repertoire
	t-ed
	Follow correct ISO drafting rules for header on 2nd thru Nth page of  tables continued on more than one page
	See: 6.6.6.5 Continuation of tables (in 5th edition)
	

	WMK(US)
	15.6 Summary of functions
	Table 22 — Table of functions
	T-ed
	I think the use of "*" is what the ISO drafting rules would require as a footnote not as something with a comment at the end of the table.
	
	

	WMK(US)
	D.2.3.2.2 Manual locking
	Table C.1 — Summary of record lock acquisition and release
	Nn-ed
	the table number should start with "D" not "C".

Follow correct ISO drafting rules for header on 2nd thru Nth page of  tables continued on more than one page
	
	

	WMK(US)
	D.10 Boolean support and bit manipulation
	Table C.2 — Examples of boolean operations
	Nn-ed
	The table number should start with "D" not "C".
	
	

	WMK(US)
	D.16 Rounding
	Table C.3 — ROUNDED MODE examples
	Nn-ed
	The table number should start with "D" not "C".
	
	

	WMK(US)
	8.8.1.4.1
	Standard-binary intermediate data item
	T-er
	The paragraph starting "For consistence wit ISO/IEC/IEEE 60559" appears EXACTLY as it would if it were a continuation of the normative text before the NOTE.  It is intended to be a continuation of the note.
	Make the paragraph with "NOTE" a "NOTE 1" and make the 2nd paragraph a "NOTE 2". (They really are separate thoughts - even if the formatting was not an issue)
	

	WMK(US)
	8.8.1.5.1
	Standard-decimal intermediate data item (Rule 4)
	T-er
	The paragraph starting "For consistence wit ISO/IEC/IEEE 60559" appears EXACTLY as it would if it were a continuation of the normative text before the NOTE.  It is intended to be a continuation of the note.
	Make the paragraph with "NOTE" a "NOTE 1" and make the 2nd paragraph a "NOTE 2". (They really are separate thoughts - even if the formatting was not an issue)
	

	WMK(US)
	general
	
	T-ed
	Change all uses of "e" to "E" when they occur in numeric values (not literals) represented in "scientific notation".  This is for consistency with the usage in the '02 Standard and how it normally appears outside the Standard.  (With the space thousands separator, the "e" adds no additional clarity)
	For example, 8.8.1.4.1 Standard-binary intermediate data item, 

 .0e+50

becomes

 .0E+50

and

 999 999 999e+6144

becomes

 999 999 999E+6144
	

	WMK(US)
	15.88
	TEST-NUMVAL-F function (Notes 2, 3, 4)
	T-3d
	Change all occurrences of "In the event that ..." to "If ..." (Cf NOTE 6 and 7)
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.2
	Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs (entry e)
	Nn-ed
	Delete the statement "exist, and some

implementations of COBOL already make use of these features as implementor extensions" unless someone knows something I do not>  (I know some COBOL's use the OLD binary floating point 754 definition, but I don't think any use the new one (yet?)
	Consider deleting the entire sentence – as I think it makes claims that we would not want to have to "back up".
	

	WMK(US)
	E.2
	Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs (entry 15)
	Nn-ed
	Change 2nd column heading from " in ISO IEC 1989:2002" to "in the previous COBOL standard"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.2
	Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs (entry 22)
	Nn-er
	The reference in the list of optional features to "A.4.10, Object orientation" makes it appear as if ALL of object orientation were optional.
	Either change the title of "A.4" (in the optional element list) or do something in the Substantive Change list to make it clear that only a small portion if optional.
	

	WMK(US)
	E.2
	Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs (entry 22)
	Nn-er
	The fact that the previously required "RESUME" statement is now optional, is missing from this list. (Do NOT add all of "exception handling" to this entry – as only RESUME is now optional)
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.2
	Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs (entry 22)
	Nn-er
	A.4.8 FORMAT and SELECT WHEN file handling is missing
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.2
	Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs (entry 22)
	Nn-er
	A.4.12 REWRITE FILE and WRITE FILE is missing 
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.2
	Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs (entry 25)
	Nn-ed
	Delete ", and were the intent of the previous COBOL standard as indicated in E.2, substantive changes not affecting existing programs, Item 121 in that standard"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	8.8.1.3.1
	Standard intermediate data item
	T-ed
	Change "whatever method or methods they wish as ..." to "whatever method or methods they choose as ..."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	8.8.1.4.1
	Standard-binary intermediate data item
	T-ed
	Change "whatever format or formats hey wish as ..." to "whatever format or formats they choose as ..."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	8.8.1.5.1
	Standard-decimal intermediate data item
	T-ed
	Change "methods, and whatever format or formats, they wish as ..." to "methods, and whatever format or formats, they choose as ..."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	D.15
	Common exception processing
	Nn-ed
	Change "If the user wishes to propagate an exception ..." to  "If the user decides to propagate an exception ..."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	7.3.12
	FLAG-85 directive- introductory paragraph and GR(1)
	T-er
	Change "and ISO/IEC 1989:2002" to "and this International Standard"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	14.9.24
	MOVE statement – GR(9b1)
	T-er
	This rule only applies to an elementary receiving item, but the lead in to this rule says that it applies only when both receiving and sending are group items.
	Move this rule to some place that applies to elementary receiving items.
	

	WMK(US)
	14.9.35 SET statement
	Format15 (standard-float-content):
	T-ed
	Missing space between "Format" and "15"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	8.10 Context-sensitive words
	
	T-ed
	Left Justify (not balanced justification" 2nd column for " HIGH-ORDER-LEFT" and " HIGH-ORDER-RIGHT".  (Compare entry for "ONLY" for 2 line entry)
	
	

	WMK(US)
	8.10 Context-sensitive words
	
	T-ed
	For "INTRINSIC", delete "function-specifier of the" in the 2nd column.
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.3 Substantive changes not affecting existing programs
	6) Context-sensitive words.
	Nn-ed
	· Use 2-column (or 3-column) format for list of words

· Delete BYTE-LENGTH, CENTER, INITIALIZED, NEGATIVE-INFINITY, NOT-A-NUMBER, POSITIVE-INFINITY
	
	

	WMK(US)
	15.6 Summary of functions
	Table 22 — Table of functions (Continued
	T-er
	For the both "BYTE-LENGTH" and "LENGTH" intrinsic function, the summary is missing "Key2" – for "PHYSICAL"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	8.5.1.7 Dynamic-length elementary items
	1st paragraph
	T-er
	Change "by the ANY LENGTH clause" to "by the DYNAMIC  LENGTH clause"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	14.8.46.1 General format
	
	T-er
	There is a missing syntax rule from the '02 Standard.  Unless there is a good reason to omit it, add it back

NEW GR(6a) seems to indicate that it is intended to allow the validation of an ANY Length item.  My guess is that this was INTENDED to relate to dynamic length instead.
	Add:

 "5) Identifier-1 shall not be described with the ANY LENGTH clause."

Delete "ANY LENGTH" from the 1st bullet of Stage one processing and add a new line,

"The integrity of each dynamic-length elementary item is verified 
	

	CCS (US) 
	8.8.4.1.1.5, Comparison of aphanumeric and national operands 
	
	Nn-er
	Comparison of an alphanumeric elementary item and a national item involves character conversion because of the application of rules appropriate to an elementary move.    It is not clear in this context that comparison of an alphanumeric group item to a national item does not include character conversion during that implicit move statement because the rules applied are those of a group move.  Either this difference should be clarified with a NOTE, or the difference should be eliminated by treating the alphanumeric group item as though it were an elementary item in this particular context.  (See PL22.4 documents 05-0135, 10-0036, and 11-0030 for further discussion) 
	[[Alternative A:] 

Page 155, 8.8.4.1.1.5, Comparison of alphanumeric and national operands:  Add the following after all text:  

NOTE    If the alphanumeric operand is a group item, the implicit MOVE statement is a group move, and no conversion from alphanumeric to national characters takes place.  The REDEFINES clause may be used to establish an elementary alphanumeric item sharing the exact storage area of the alphanumeric group item, and that item specified in the comparison, when the comparison is to occur with conversion of the alphanumeric item to national characters.  

[Alternative B:] 

1) Page 155, 8.8.4.1.1.5, Comparison of alphanumeric and national operands:   Add a new third sentence:  "If the alphanumeric operand is a group item, it is treated as though it were an alphanumeric elementary item in that application of the rules for the MOVE statement."  

2) Page 155, 8.8.4.1.1.5, Comparison of alphanumeric and national operands:  Add the following after all text:  

NOTE    As specified in 14.9.24, MOVE statement, general rule 6, an EC-DATA-CONVERSION exception is set to exist during the comparison when the alphanumeric item contains characters for which no corresponding character exists in the national character set.  

3) Page 857, Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs:  Add a new entry 11 as follows:  

Comparison of alphanumeric group items with national items:  Comparison of an alphanumeric group item and a national item is performed as though the alphanumeric group item were an elementary item.  

Justification:  

The standard failed to account for the possibility that the alphanumeric item might be a group item.  In this case, the implicit MOVE statement was a group move, and did not perform the necessary translation to the national character set during the MOVE.  This could lead to unexpected results.  

It is believed that few programs will be affected by this change.  
	CCS (US) 

	CCS (US) 
	8.9, Reserved words 
	
	T-er
	FLOAT-INFINITY and FLOAT-NOT-A-NUMBER are treated as reserved words but are not present in this list. 
	Add FLOAT-INFINITY and FLOAT-NOT-A-NUMBER to the reserved word list 


	

	CCS (US)
	A.1, Implementor-defined language element list
	Item 157
	T-er
	The payload in the result of a SET CONTENT OF ... TO FLOAT-NOT-A-NUMBER-SIGNALING is also defined by the implementor, but is not specified here.  
	Change in part to read "... specified in a SET CONTENT OF ... TO FLOAT-NOT-A-NUMBER or a SET CONTENT OF ... TO FLOAT-NOT-A-NUMBER-SIGNALING statement ..."
	

	CCS (US) 
	E.2, Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs
	Item 23
	Nn-er
	FLOAT-INFINITY is treated as a reserved word but is not present in this list. 
	Add FLOAT-INFINITY to the list of added reserved words.  
	

	WMK(US)
	E.2 Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs
	
	Nn-ed
	Change "expected that" to "believed that" in the justification section of

· 7) CLOSE statement, setting of I-O status '07'.

· 12) EXTERNAL clause, restricted to level 1 in Working Storage.

· 21) Processor-dependence on ISO/IEC 14651.

· 22) Required features made optional.

· 25) SET index statement, maximum lower limit and minimum upper limit on range of index.
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.2 Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs
	26) STANDARD-COMPARE function,
	Nn-er
	Add the following paragraph at the end of the justification
"It is believed that few programs will be affected by this change."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.2 Substantive changes potentially affecting existing programs
	27) TERMINATE statement, when report contains a VARYING clause.
	Nn-ed
	Change "EC-REPORT-VARING" to "EC-REPORT-VARYING" in the justification. (It is correct in the 1st paragraph)
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.3 Substantive changes not affecting existing programs
	4) Class test enhancements.
	Nn-ed
	Remove "--" (two hyphens) at beginning of last bullet list item
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.3 Substantive changes not affecting existing programs
	13) IEEE floating-point usages.

   and

13) IEEE floating-point usages
	Nn-ed
	Change "IEEE floating-point" to something else, possible "International Standard defined floating-point"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.3 Substantive changes not affecting existing programs
	20) PICTURE character repertoire.
	Nn-ed
	Reword title as there is no such thing as a " PICTURE character repertoire". Possibly change it "Character repertoire in picture-string"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.3 Substantive changes not affecting existing programs
	25) Relational operator enhancement.
	Nn-ed
	change the quotes around 'not equal' to double quotes
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.3 Substantive changes not affecting existing programs
	29) Rounding enhancements.
	Nn-ed
	Break the numbered list in the middle of the sentence starting, "In particular, three" into an indented numbered )(or bulleted) list with appropriate indentation.
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.3 Substantive changes not affecting existing programs
	38) USAGE clause.
	Nn-ed
	This entry is odd (misleading?)  There are SEVERAL other new USAGEs supported.  Either list all of them here, or change this entry to "function-pointer"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	F.2 Obsolete language elements
	
	T-er
	Add FLAG-02 to the OBSOLETE language list (as I think it is "intended" to be deleted in the next revision (if any)
	
	

	WMK(US)
	A.3 Processor-dependent language element list
	
	T-ed
	Force a page break before this list
	
	

	WMK(US)
	A.3 Processor-dependent language element list
	Item 3
	T-ed
	Reword to be consistent with other entries
	Change entry to
 "The ability to specify a significand longer than 31 digits in a floating-point literal is dependent on the capabilities of the processor."
	

	WMK(US)
	A.3 Processor-dependent language element list
	Item 19
	T-ed
	Change "are dependent upon the availability of a suitable computer architecture for floating-point data formats" to "are dependent on the capabilities of the processor."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	A.3 Processor-dependent language element list
	Item 20
	T-ed
	Change "is dependent upon the availability of a suitable computer architecture for the packed decimal data format." to "is dependent on the capabilities of the processor."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	A.3 Processor-dependent language element list
	tem 37
	T-ed
	Change "dependent on the capability of the operating environment to access records in a reverse order." to "are dependent on the capabilities of the processor."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	A.3 Processor-dependent language element list
	tem 38
	T-er
	Replace the entire entry (that doesn't mention ALTERNATE RECORD KEY) with the following,
"The capability of specifying the SOURCE phrase of the RECORD KEY clause and ALTERNATE RECORD KEY clause is dependent on the capabilities of the processor."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	A.3 Processor-dependent language element list
	Item 39
	T-ed
	Change " is dependent on a processor that supports such alphabets for use with
indexes." to " is dependent on the capabilities of the processor."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	A.3 Processor-dependent language element list
	Item 45
	T-ed
	Change "is dependent on the ability of the processor to detect that level-3 exception condition." to "is dependent on the capabilities of the processor."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	GENERAL
	
	T-er
	Clarify (somewhere) what it means to have the same item in BOTH the "Processor Dependent" list and the "Optional List" – for example:
· ARITHMETIC IS STANDARD

· ACCEPT/DISPLAY Screen Handling
	My personal suggestion would be to DELETE items from the "Processor Dependent" list if it is explicitly included in the "Optional List"
	

	WMK(US)
	A.4.1 ACCEPT and DISPLAY screen handling
	
	T-er
	Add to the list,
 "n)  SET statement, Format 6: attribute (14. .9.35)
	
	

	WMK(US)
	A.4.3 Dynamic capacity tables
	
	T-er
	Add to the list,
 "n)  SET statement, Format 14: dynamic-capacity-table (14. .9.35)
	
	

	WMK(US)
	8.1 Character sets
	5th paragraph
	T-ed
	change "for files declared with the CODE-SET clause" to "for files described with the CODE-SET clause
	
	

	WMK(US)
	9.3.6 Method invocation
	3a

  and

4a
	T-ed
	Change rule from "is declared with the BY REFERENCE phrase" to "is specified with the BY REFERENCE phrase"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	9.3.6 Method invocation
	3b

  and

4b

 and

5b
	T-ed
	Change first sentence from "if the passed parameter is specified with the OMITTED phrase, shall be specified with the OPTIONAL phrase." to "if the passed parameter is declared with the OMITTED phrase, shall be declared with the OPTIONAL phrase."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	9.3.6 Method invocation
	5a
	T-ed
	Change rule from "is declared with the BY VALUE phrase" to "is specified with the BY VALUE phrase"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	13.18.60 USAGE clause
	SR(12)
	T-ed
	Change "shall be declared with a picture character-string" to "shall be specified  with a picture character-string"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	14.9.1 ACCEPT statement
	SR(18a)
	T-ed
	Change "first input field declared within screen-name-1." to "first input field specified within screen-name-1."
	
	

	WMK(US)
	8.8.4.1.1.5 Comparison of alphanumeric and national operands
	
	Nn-er
	The "unexpected" results from comparing an alphanumeric group item to a nation item are not adequately high-lighted.
	Add a note with wording similar to:
"NOTE As no conversion of alphanumeric characters to national characters occurs when the sending item is an alphanumeric group item, although the final comparison is done using the rules for two elementary national items,  the results of comparing an alphanumeric group item to a national operand may lead to unexpected results.  Intended results might be better achieved by either redefining the alphanumeric group item as an elementary national item or redefining the national item as an alphanumeric item and then doing the comparison between two items of the same class."
	

	WMK(US)
	Introduction
	
	T-ed
	Change the bullet list item "Method overloading" to "Parametric polymorphism (also known as method overloading)"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	D.18.4.4.2 Parametric polymorphism
	
	Nn-ed
	Change the beginning from "Method overloading provides the ability" to " Parametric polymorphism (also known as method overloading) provides the ability"
	
	

	WMK(US)
	E.3 Substantive changes not affecting existing programs
	Item 18
	Nn-ed
	Change (and re-alphabetize) entry from
" Method overloading. Within a class, ..."

to " Parametric polymorphism (also known as method overloading) Within a class, ...:
	
	

	WMK(US)
	Table of Contents
	
	T-ed
	The " BIBLIOGRAPHY" is missing from the table of contents.  It should be added.
	
	

	AB(US)-1
	Cover page
	Document stage
	Nn-er
	The stage for FDIS is "Approval". 

(Ref:   ISO/IEC directives part 1 -- 7th edition, 2009,  and 8th edition, 2011)
	Change the document stage from  "International standard" to "Approval"
	

	AB(US)-2
	Table of Contents, pp.xviii-xix 
	Annexes A through G
	Ed
	The table of contents is supposed to indicate the normative or informative status of each annex.  Both the 5th edition and the 6th edition of ISO drafting rules require that the normative or informative status of an annex be indicated "... by the way in which it is referred to in the text, by an indication in the table of contents and under the heading of the annex". 

The word "Annex" is supposed to be included in the table of contents. 
	Indicate the normative/informative status of each annex in the table of contents in the manner shown in the ISO drafting rules.  Example:

Annex A (normative) Language element lists 
	

	AB(US)-3
	2, Normative references

p. 2
	1st entry
	Nn-er
	The note following the entry for Normative reference  ISO/IEC/IEEE 60559: 2011 is incorrectly placed.  The COBOL standard does not claim conformance to any of the references cited in 2, Normative references.  A normative reference means only that the reference is indispensable for the application of the COBOL standard, not that conformance is claimed.  
	Delete the note entirely or move it to an appropriate place in informative text (perhaps to D.17.1 or the related substantive change entry, although neither is an exact fit).
	

	AB(US)-4
	2, Normative references

p. 2
	5th entry
	T-er
	The entry for ISO/IEC 9945:2009 should read "ISO/IEC/IEEE 9945:2009" and the "i" of "issue" should be capitalized.
	Change the entry to read "ISO/IEC/IEEE 9945:2009" and change "issue" to "Issue".
	

	AB(US)-5
	13.18.54.3, SUM cl.,

p. 393
	GR 7) c) 2 NOTE
	T-er
	Last sentence:  The use of the phrase "may not" is proscribed by ISO drafting rules (in both 5th and 6th editions).
	Change "may not" to "might not"
	

	AB(US)-6
	14.8.1.1, Group items,

p. 454
	3rd   paragraph
	T-er
	Uses the word "must".  The use of the word "must" is proscribed by ISO drafting rules.
	Change "must" to "shall".
	

	AB(US)-7
	14.8.2.1,

Group items,

p. 457


	3rd paragraph
	T-er
	Uses the word "must".  
	Change "must" to "shall".
	

	AB(US)-8
	D.3.6, Dynamic- capacity tables, 

p. 789
	7th paragraph
	Nn-er
	Paragraph beginning "An entire dynamic table ..." :

a) First sentence, "may" should be 'can"

b) Second sentence uses the word "must"
	a)  first sentence, change "may be moved" to "can be moved"

b)  first and second sentences, change in part to read:   "... part of a group MOVE when the tables defined in the two groups coincide and ..."


	

	AB(US)-9
	D.6.3.3, Name resolution,p. 799
	Item 7)
	Nn-er
	The use of the phrase "may not" is proscribed by ISO drafting rules (in both 5th and 6th editions).
	Change "It may not be possible" to "It might not be possible" 

and

Change "may be implicitly" to "might be implicitly"


	

	AB(US)-10
	D.13.2.2, Locale-based monetary and numeric formatting, p. 822


	2nd paragraph
	Nn-er
	First sentence uses the word "must"
	Change first sentence in part to read:  "... specification, code a LOCALE phrase in the picture ..." 
	

	AB(US)-11
	D.13.2.3, Locale-based collating sequences, p. 822


	1st paragraph
	Nn-er
	First sentence uses the word "must"  
	Change first sentence in part to read:  "... compilation unit, code a PROGRAM COLLATING SEQUENCE clause that specifies an alphabet-name ..."
	

	AB(US)-12
	D.13.2.4, Locale-based case classifica-tion of letters,  

p. 823


	1st paragraph
	Nn-er
	Second sentence uses the word "must"
	Change second sentence in part to read:  "To do this, code a CHARACTER CLASSIFICATION clause in the OBJECT-COMPUTER ..."
	

	AB(US)-13
	D.17,  Forms of arithmetic, p. 829
	8th paragraph
	Nn-er
	a)  Paragraph beginning "When standard decimal arithmetic is in effect", first and second sentences:

- Both sentences use the word "must".

- The wording is ambiguous.  It could be misconstrued that the user must convert and store.

b) 2nd sentence has "stored in stored in" 


	a)  Change "must be converted" to "are converted" (2 occurrences)

- Change "can be stored" to "are stored" (2 occurrences)

b)  Delete an occurrence of "stored in" from "stored in stored in" in the 2nd sentence
	

	AB(US)-14
	D.17.1,  Standard arithmetic, p. 829
	1st paragraph
	Nn-er
	a)  The first sentence provides partial historical information, which sets a bad precedent. There is a lot more history than the few bits provided here and there in this draft. The substantive changes annex should sufficiently document the changes from one edition to the next.

b)  The processor-dependence of features is confined to the processor-dependent list, not sprinkled through the text.  Further, processor dependence is not relevant to the obsolescence of standard arithmetic in favor of standard binary and standard decimal arithmetic (both of which are also processor-dependent).


	Replace both the 1st and 2nd sentences with a single sentence that reads: 

 "Standard arithmetic is an obsolete element of this International Standard."
	

	AB(US)-15
	D.18.4.3, Conform-ance,  p. 845 
	1st paragraph
	Nn-er
	Last sentence uses the word "must"
	Replace the last sentence with "Arguments and parameters conform when they exactly match."

(or "match exactly" ?)
	

	AB(US)-16
	D.18.4.3, Conform-ance, 

p. 847
	6th paragraph, Item 4)
	Nn-er
	First paragraph, third sentence uses the word "must"
	Change in part to read:  "... class, only a method with that name defined in the class specified in the object reference is eligible."
	

	AB(US)-17
	D.29.1, ACCEPT, p. 880
	Heading
	Nn-ed
	Incomplete heading
	Change "ACCEPT" to "ACCEPT statement"
	

	AB(US)-18
	D.29.1, ACCEPT, p. 880
	1st and 2nd paragraphs
	Nn-er
	a)  Incorrectly uses the term "special registers". None of DATE, DAY, TIME, DAY-OF-WEEK, DATE YYYYMMDD, and DAY YYYYDDD are special registers.  DATE, DAY, TIME, and DAY-OF-WEEK are conceptual data items. YYYYMMDD and YYYYDDD are phrases of the ACCEPT statement.

b) Irrelevant history. 
	Replace these 2 paragraphs with a simple statement that describes the function of the temporal format of the ACCEPT statement.  For example:  

"The temporal format of the ACCEPT statement returns the current date and time as provided by the operating environment."
	

	AB(US)-19
	D.29.1.6, ACCEPT FROM TIME, 

 p. 880
	2nd paragraph
	Nn-ed
	First sentence starts with irrelevant history.
	Delete "In ISO/IEC 1989:2002, this mechanism was enhanced so that " and capitalize the T of "the" (to begin the first sentence with "The content ...")
	

	AB(US)-20
	D.29.2, Basic intrinsic functions,

p. 880
	Title; 1st and 2nd paragraphs
	Nn-er
	a)  "Basic" in the title is not sufficiently descriptive 

b)  The first 2 paragraphs provide irrelevant history 
	a)  In the title, change "Basic" to "Basic date and time"

b1)  First paragraph, delete the first sentence;

change the second sentence in part to read:  " The basic intrinsic functions provide operating environment date and time retrieval mechanisms and functions designed ... "

b2) Delete the second paragraph


	

	AB(US)-21
	D.29.2.7, TEST-DATE-YYYYMMDD function,  p. 881
	
	Nn-er
	First sentence introduces irrelevant history.
	First sentence, change in part to read:  "... function accepts an argument ...". 
	

	AB(US)-22
	D.29.2.8, TEST-DAY-YYYYDDD,   p. 882
	
	Nn-er
	First sentence introduces irrelevant history.
	First sentence, change in part to read:  "... function accepts an argument ...".
	

	AB(US)-23
	D.29.3,  Locales,   p. 882
	Heading
	Nn-er
	Incomplete heading
	Change heading to read:  "Locale date and time intrinsic functions"
	

	AB(US)-24
	D.29.3, Locales,  p. 882
	
	Nn-er
	The irrelevant historical account is not helpful.
	Replace the paragraph with a paragraph that gives an overview of the locale-based date-time intrinsic functions.  Example: 

"The locale-based date and time intrinsic functions format date arguments in accordance with details specified in a locale.  The purpose is to provide dates formatted to meet expectations of specific cultures." 


	

	AB(US)-25
	D.29.3.4, LOCALE-TIME-FROM-SECONDS function,    p. 882


	
	Nn-er
	Last sentence uses the word "must"
	Change "must be able to recognize and process" to "recognizes and processes"
	

	AB(US)-26
	E.2, Substantive changes potentially affecting ..., p. 889


	Item 10)


	Nn-er
	First paragraph of justification, second sentence uses the word "must"
	Change "symbol must be known" to "symbol is determined"
	

	AB(US)-27
	E.2, Substantive changes potentially affecting ..., p. 891
	Item 15)
	Nn-er
	In the header, what is the meaning of "missing functions"?  No functions are mentioned. Does it mean missing exception conditions?

 Lots of small changes are needed here, some to use consistent standard terminology.

ISO drafting rules require that a standard refer to itself as "this International Standard".

The word "applied" does not make it clear that the new exception names replace existing exception names.

Should this make clear that only some instances of the indicated exception-names are replaced?

[Changes other than the proposed changes might be needed to sufficiently describe this substantive change.]
	1)  Perhaps the heading should simply be "New exception-names" or "New exception-names for existing exception conditions".

(or ...existing or missing exception conditions.  ?)

2)  Change the lead-in sentence in part to read:   "... were added to replace the indicated exception conditions:"

3)  In the column headings, change "New exception" to "New exception-name" and change the second column heading to "Exception-name in the previous COBOL standard".

4)  In the second paragraph, hyphenate "exception names" and change "error condition" to "exception conditions".   


	

	AB(US)-28
	E.2, Substantive changes potentially affecting ..., p. 895
	Item 28)
	Nn-er
	Second paragraph of justification uses the word "must"
	Change "must be coded in a convoluted" to "can be coded only in a convoluted"
	

	AB(US)-29
	E.3, Substantive changes not  affecting ..., p. 898
	Item 31)
	Nn-ed
	The header is not bold. 
	Bold the header "SET statement enhancements"
	

	AB(US)-30
	Index, pp. 917-918
	Entries beginning "ISO"
	Nn-ed
	Normalize the treatment of year in index entries for standards.  Include the year only when it is needed to make an entry unique.  
	Remove the trailing colon and year from the following index entries:

ISO 1001:1986       262

ISO 1989:1985/Amd 1:1992       57

ISO 1989:1985/Amd 2:1994       57

ISO 8601:2004      633

ISO/IEC TR 10176:2003       765
	

	AB(US)-31
	Index, 

p. 918 
	Entries beginning "ISO"
	Nn-er
	The index entry "    2011    410'  that precedes the entry for "Item identification" lacks the identification of a standard.  Apparently (from the link) the standard is ISO/IEC/IEEE 60559, referenced in rule 19 on page 410.
	Correct the index entry for is ISO/IEC/IEEE 60559 in rule 19 on page 410.
	

	CCS (US) 
	8.8.4.1.1.5, Comparison of aphanumeric and national operands 
	
	Nn-er
	Comparison of an alphanumeric elementary item and a national item involves character conversion because of the application of rules appropriate to an elementary move.    It is not clear in this context that comparison of an alphanumeric group item to a national item does not include character conversion during that implicit move statement because the rules applied are those of a group move.  This distinction should be clarified in a NOTE.  See PL22.4 documents 05-0135, 10-0036, and 11-0030 for further discussion.  
	Page 155, 8.8.4.1.1.5, Comparison of alphanumeric and national operands:  Add the following after all text:  

NOTE   When an alphanumeric group item is compared with a national item, no conversion from alphanumeric characters to national characters occurs.  The NATIONAL-OF intrinsic function, or the redefinition of the alphanumeric group as an elementary item, can be used if a conversion  to national characters is required for an application.  


	

	RAK (US) 
	4.103, Index 
	
	T-ed
	The term "register" has been deprecated and was removed from the 2002 edition of the standard.  However a few cases still remain and should be excised.
	Replace the words "storage area or a register" with "conceptual data item" 


	

	RAK (US) 
	13.18.54, SUM clause,   
	General Rule 1
	T-ed
	The term "register" has been deprecated and was removed from the 2002 edition of the standard.  However a few cases still remain and should be excised.
	In the second sentence replace the words "an internal register" with "a conceptual data item" 
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