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"Jentje Goslinga" <goslinga@telus.net> wrote in message
news:41BA59EC.2050208 @telus.net...
>

>

> Enough!

>

> The purpose of my post was not to discredit Fortran and
> | never did, this is not another language war.

> My article makes some genuinely useful and well researched
> suggestions for improvement which are based on a lot of
> thinking. You may think otherwise.

>

>

> Jentje Goslinga

>

Bravo, you've skillfully engaged the pissartists of c.L.f. at their
unrelenting, vacuous, ill-founded, and unsustainable psuedosuperiority over
all languages nonfortran.

Word to the wise, take the dog for a romp, the kids to Baskin Robbins,
surprise your wife with fresh—cut flowers, and relegate these superannuated
fortran fogies and their antiquated prejudices to cultural and technical
obscurity by ignoring F66/90/05/200+ and subsequent inflictions they impose
on a dwindling, undiscerning, and more increasingly ancient audience whose
self-appointed arrogance entitles them to implement their fuckups on
posterity. No thanks.

Fuck them all, the long, the short, and the tall,
Gerry TO.
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