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	CH
	3.1.2
	
	te
	Typically a reference to the short name of a document format such as “XML”, “RTF”, “ODF”, “OOXML”  does not fully specify the set of acceptable input documents, since very commonly not all features of the input document format are implemented, and in addition some extensions beyond the standard features may be implemented. 
	Add at the end of the subsection:

“For each supported document format, an explicit reference to a specific version of the document format specification is provided.  If the document format is implemented only partially and/or extended, an explicit reference to a 'profile' specification detailing the restrictions and/or extensions is provided.“
	Rejected at this stage.

	CH
	3.1.3
	
	te
	Style specification languages can also be partially implemented or extended.
	Add at the end of the subsection:

“For each supported style specification language, an explicit reference to a specific version of the  style specification language specification is provided.  If the style specification language is implemented only partially and/or extended, an explicit reference to a 'profile' specification detailing the restrictions and/or extensions is provided.“
	Rejected at this stage.

	CH
	A.1.7
	first sentence
	te
	The meaning of this sentence is grammatically unclear.
	Clarify e.g. as follows: “Considering the fact that some character sets are designed for specific character encodings, it may be appropriate to provide the list of acceptable encoding schemes separately for each character set.”
	Rejected at this stage.

	CH
	
	
	
	Swiss vote on FDIS 24754

SNV vote ABSTAIN for the following reasons:

· We cannot vote APPROVE, as we do not unconditionally approve its "technical content as presented", as required by the JTC1 Directives, clause 9.7.
We do not vote DISAPPROVE, as we hesitate to delay a FDIS to which we did not make contributions at CD stage. 
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	CH
	Entire document
	
	te
	The entire document lacks any notion of cross-vendor compatibility, which is, in our opinion, a k.o. criterium for a document rendering system.
	Add cross-vendor interoperability to the list of minimum requirements for specifying document rendering systems.
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