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Abstract

Thi s docunent sets policy for the inclusion of SVGs in the definitive
versi ons of RFCs and relevant publication formats. It contains
policy requirenments from RFC 7996 and renoves all requirenments
related to using a specific SVG profile or specific inplenmentation
code. It also makes the RFC Publication Center (RPC) responsible for
i npl ement ati on deci si ons regardi ng SVGs.

About Thi s Docunent
This note is to be renoved before publishing as an RFC

The latest revision of this draft can be found at
https://github. com al exi sannerossi /i d-svgsi nrfcs/ bl ob/ mai n/
svgsinrfcs.nd. Status information for this docunent nmay be found at
https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-editorial-rswg-svgsinrfcs/.

Di scussion of this docunent takes place on the RSWs Editorial Stream
Wirking Goup mailing list (rmailto:rswy@fc-editor.org), which is
archived at https://mailarchive.ietf.org/arch/browse/rswy/.

Source for this draft and an issue tracker can be found at
https://github. com al exi sannerossi /i d-svgsinrfcs.

Status of This Meno

This Internet-Draft is submtted in full confornmance with the
provi sions of BCP 78 and BCP 79.

Internet-Drafts are working documents of the Internet Engineering
Task Force (I ETF). Note that other groups may also distribute
wor ki ng docunents as Internet-Drafts. The list of current Internet-
Drafts is at https://datatracker.ietf.org/drafts/current/.
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Internet-Drafts are draft documents valid for a maxi num of six nonths
and may be updated, replaced, or obsol eted by other docunents at any
time. It is inappropriate to use Internet-Drafts as reference
material or to cite themother than as "work in progress."

This Internet-Draft will expire on 16 Decenber 2025.
Copyright Notice

Copyright (c) 2025 | ETF Trust and the persons identified as the
docunent authors. Al rights reserved.

Thi s docunent is subject to BCP 78 and the | ETF Trust’'s Lega
Provisions Relating to | ETF Documents (https://trustee.ietf.org/
license-info) in effect on the date of publication of this docunent.
Pl ease revi ew these docunents carefully, as they describe your rights
and restrictions with respect to this docunent.
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1. Introduction

Thi s docunent sets policy for the inclusion of SVGs (Scal abl e Vect or
Graphics) in the definitive versions of RFCs and rel evant publication
formats. It contains policy requirenments taken from [ RFC7996] and
renoves all requirenents related to using a specific SVG profile or
specific inplenentation code.

SVG has been devel oped by WBC, the Wrld Wde Wb Consortium
[ ABOUT- SVG .

The RFC Publication Center (RPC) is responsible for nmaki ng SVG
tooling and i npl enmentation decisions. They may want to use the
content of [RFC7996] as a starting point for those decisions, but
they are not bound by [RFC7996] and they may change el enents of the
i mpl ement ati on as needed to support the RFC authoring community as
| ong as those changes are aligned with the policy requirenents in
thi s docunent.
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2. Policy Requirenents

SVG tooling and inplementation decisions are made or overseen by the
RPC, and nust adhere to the policy requirenments in this docunent.

* SVG may be included in RFCs to hel p explain a concept nore
clearly, but should not be the only representation of that
concept. A good faith effort should be made to assure that
descriptions of concepts - which mght include protocols, formats,
or systemarchitectures - are fully represented in the text of the
RFC. At minimm SVGs should be consistent with the text.

* SVGs nmust not include animation or interactive features. SVGs
shoul d include only Iinmted reactive design el ements (scaling,
dark/1ight node, and perhaps mnor adjustments to allow for
variations in display technology). The intent of this is to
ensure that the diagranis neaning is not altered.

* |Images and diagrans in RFCs shoul d be successfully rendered and
under stood by the w dest audience possible. To that end, the RPC
may prohibit the use of SVG features that are known to | ack
support on comon devices, that do not render on small or |ow
resol ution screens, or that could nake di agranms | ess
conprehensi bl e for any significant readership. This includes:

-  SVGs nmust not contain pointers to external resources.
- SVGs must not contain executable script.

-  SVGs should be as accessible as possible to people with visua
di sabilities, including those who have col or blindness, those
who need to scale or change fonts, and those who use screen
readi ng software. The RPC will refer to the WBC Accessibility
Gui del ines [WAI'] when nmaki ng deci si ons regardi ng accessibility.

* Authors may include multiple versions of images or diagranms in
rfexm .  Publication formats shoul d present the versions best
suited to each format. In nmany cases, that will be an SVG

* SVG vocabul ary and i npl enentati on may change over tinme. Changes

are not required to renmai n backwards-conpati bl e, although
mai ntai ni ng conpatibility where possible is encouraged.
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The RPC is authorized to place constraints on SVG usage in RFCs for
both technical and editorial reasons in order to ensure that
publ i shed RFCs neet the above policy and to provide consistency
across the RFC series. The RPC nust docunment the acceptabl e usage of
SVGs, and all changes to tooling or inplenentation decisions nust be
wi del'y communi cated to the RFC author community using mailing lists
or other means.

3. I nplenentati on Gui dance

The RPC is expected to solicit conmunity input before naking
decisions and to publicly explain their reasoning.

Docurnent ati on produced by the RPC shoul d descri be what technical and
editorial constraints apply to SVGs and provi de RFC authors wth
gui dance on how to produce di agrans that neet these constraints.
The RPC s inplementation should strive to allow SVGs produced by
wi dely used drawi ng tools. \Where possible, inplenentation decisions
shoul d focus on specifying what is disallowed, rather than attenpting
to specify exactly what is allowed.
The RPC shoul d periodically review and revise their practices.
4. Security Considerations
Thi s docunent has no security considerations.
5. | ANA Consi derati ons
Thi s document has no | ANA acti ons.
6. Informative References
[ ABQUT- SVG
WBC, "About SVG', n.d.,
<https://ww. w3. or g/ Graphi cs/ SVG >.
[ RFC7996] Brownlee, N., "SVG Drawi ngs for RFCs: SVG 1.2 RFC',
RFC 7996, DA 10. 17487/ RFC7996, Decenber 2016,
<https://www. rfc-editor.org/rfc/rfc7996>

[ WAI ] WBC, "WBC Accessibility Standards Overview', n.d.,
<https://wwv. w3. or g/ WAl / st andar ds- gui del i nes/ >.
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