
















Log In



















LISTSERV Archives



Search Archives



Register



Log In










		
LATEX-L Archives

Mailing list for the LaTeX3 project







	
	
LATEX-L@LISTSERV.UNI-HEIDELBERG.DE

	

	





		LISTSERV Archives
		LATEX-L Home
	

		Log In
		Register
	

		Subscribe or Unsubscribe
	

		Search Archives







	
	Options:	
Use Forum View



Use Monospaced Font

Show Text Part by Default

Show All Mail Headers





	Message:	[<< First] [< Prev] [Next >] [Last >>]
	Topic:	[<< First] [< Prev] [Next >] [Last >>]
	Author:	[<< First] [< Prev] [Next >] [Last >>]




	

	
 
	Subject:	     Re: pdf and ps  portable LaTeX

	From:	        Sebastian Rahtz <[log in to unmask]>

	Reply To:	Mailing list for the LaTeX3 project <[log in to unmask]>

	Date:	Tue, 15 Dec 1998 11:54:40 +0000

	Content-Type:	text/plain

	Parts/Attachments:	text/plain
 (23 lines)





	

Hans Aberg writes:
 > So, if dvips and becomes commercially hot, then Adobe can ask for license
 > fees for both dvips and pdftex: In the case of dvips that is wholly
how can they demand fees? they published the language in a book, which did
NOT say "if you implement this language you must pay us". they have
no legal grounds for turning around and changing their minds. If they
could, so could Knuth for TeX!

in what way does the PDF specification differ from the TeX
specification? Adobe control one, Knuth the other. Knuth gave away the
source code of an implementation, Adobe only give away compiled
versions. thats about it, probably.

 > market: Then Adobe might want to do that. Whatever the rules are now, Adobe
 > might decide to change them.
they can make a PDF-NG and not release the spec. but there is no sign
they they want to commit commercial suicide.

 > I just point out how those things work
are you a copyright lawyer, then?

sebastian
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