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Comments on RFC 580 -
Machi ne Readabl e Protocol s

I fully support the requirement for machi ne-readabl e protocol
docunents. In ny situation, the line-printer is a nuch nore reliable
devi ce than the copyi ng nmachi ne.

However, | object to the phrase "preferably as nls files" in RFC 580.
My objection is based on the | ack of conversion nmechani sms | NTO NLS,
not to the retrieval process or NLS itself.

Most sites have their own text editors and RUNOFF's (or their

equi val ents). Most large protocol docunments are prepared at |east
partially by secretarial help. Those persons should be able to
prepare the docunments in the hone machi ne (or wherever) in | anguages
with which they are famliar. There should be a general program
(preferably clever, but at |least generally available and predictable)
for converting nicely formatted text to NLS files.

Per haps the program which receives nmail for the journal will do the
trick; if so it needs further documentation beyond the mail-oriented
RFC 543, and its existence and usage need to be publicised.

RECEI VED AT NI C NOVEMBER 14, 1973.
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