Action Items


Assign names to different technical work items


Setup WWW site that addresses specific issues


Split current big working group, into several more focused working groups





Working Group Manner


ITO framework for hosting working group


Standards, Education and Promotion of standards and implementation





interest: 50+ group discussing a topic


working group: small set of people to generate document


coordination working group: manages the working groups on a topic





HTTP working group


Multi-media working group, not





Creation of Working Groups





Requirement documents








Group 1. HTML Guidelines working group :  HTML specifications


Group 2: Browser Guidelines : How can browser technology be made more accessible


Group 3: Authoring tools : Create accessible documents


Group 4: Java is another issue, but has not been a part of W3C.  W3C has been asked by SunSoft to participate in accessibility issues related to Java.


Group 5: Criteria and Certification of accessibility tools





Concern about how users will participate if there are several working group.  


Bingham: Last group could be composed users, scenario and situation evaluation


Concern about how problems will be identified (by users), before focus on solution techniques


First criteria, then certification


Maybe need another group for problem identification


Concern over identifying emerging problems (by users), where do they go with accessibility concerns.


The coordination group would monitor the working groups to see where accessibility issues would go (group)


New areas of concern can cause the spawning of a new group, if need.





Comment on guidelines (5 layers: mangers to coders)





What are the issues related to accessibility that are independent of technology.  What are the UI requirements for accessibility.  How do these requirements impact different aspects of the technology.  This could be the interest of the Coordinating committee.  The Web is to multi-technology (on a page) to allow working group independence.  Need to have groups with overlapping members.  





Concern of how there will be coordination and organization of working groups that can identify the accessibility issues and determine how to organize the response to the problem.





Proposed Working Group #: Scenarios, Requirements and Evaluation


Big emerging markets: Language


Mobility: Cars (hands & eyes free operation)


Disabilities





Practical near terms goals.  Linking to future technologies or markets may cause frustrations.





IPO will provide for the working groups to be more open.  Current W3C working groups are members only.  The IPO allows non-W3C members to contribute to groups. 





IPO would also have educational components to promote and educate different groups about accessibility.





Daniel is current connection to HTML working groups.  Daniel would like to have more formal links to other W3C working groups.


Braille CSS


( Austrialia, jason white) Functionallity for producing Braille documents





CSS 2 are working on the aural, speech (extensions).  There is a response document ready.  Need to have people review it for submission.  Concern for refreshable Braille display support (Judith Dixon).  Concern for the positional information carrying meaning does not go away with CSS.  Is the HTML carrying enough information to be displayed in other formats that are non-graphical or visual.  





If spatial information is important to the meaning of the information, that spatial information should be available in another form. This is an example of a higher level requirement.  (i.e. this is not just a table tag problem, but includes Java, CSS, authoring tools).  How is semantic information represented in the document?





What makes a document accessible?  What level of user competence is required?  What level of user technology required?  





Need a Braille and CSS expert needs to review group?  An additional review was required for character sets, and international languages?  


Document has been sent to Braille expert and Judy Brewer(?).  How do you find component people to review the technology?


Request that review documents have links to background information on things like CSS.


Users should take the leadership on finding competent people.





Moving from specific issues to how to organize to respond to problems.





Daniel stated we need to break into small work groups to develop and discuss action items.





Recommendation to go through task list, and keep raising process issues.  


Is the goal is setup separate groups to infuse disability issues into W3C standing working groups or help the standing W3C working groups understand accessibility issues.  


Daniel, no clear strategy at these points.  How do current standards groups memebers learn about access issues and how do people in the disability groups learn about emerging technologies being discusses by IPO (W3C).  





CSS does not support section memory.  Daniel states the section memory is important for Braille numbering schemes.  Need to have the W3C CSS working group discuss memories.  


Footnotes, being able to identify a footnote in non-visual medium.


HTML Tables


Document that criticizes tables use(Bingham put together in a hurry).  Not in a form that can be used as an action item. Semantic information can be ambiguous with current tag structures.  Some people use the <th> tag for formatting rather than for semantic purposes.  





Emerging technology is XML(?).  XML is a general purposes taging language.  Is a potential technology that may supplant HTML is use or be used in parallel.  





Harvey Bingham will lead a group developing this document.





Table issues are being raised in HTML 4.0 working group.  Political clout in the discussions with the HTML working group are needed to make accessibility issues a priority.  





LINK Specific


<LINK> is used to attach a style sheets.  Users, authors and browsers can attach style sheets.


Who wins in style sheet battles.


Media Type


Need one Braille “media” type for print Braille and dynamic Braille.





Need someone to work in this area: 





Steps (murray)


Express the problem.  


A potential solution.  


Submit for comment.





Transfer knowledge in this room to people in the other working groups.





LONGDESC


OBJECT tag already has.  Should it be extended to IMG tags, since OBJECT may displace IMG tag.  The rationale for including LONGDEC in IMG tags is for backward compatibility.  





Pro’s and Con’s


To many types of attributes “TITLE”, “ALT” and “LONGDESC”


Easier to explain to people than using an OBJECT tag for images





Want to give people the opportunity to make things accessible.  Even though many people may not use the attributes.  





Legacy vs. New Technology


Stuck in the past or always looking to the future.  Rather than having on recommendation.  Have recommendations for the future and have recommendations for today.





Analogy between analog and digital t.v..  Need to support both standards for a while.  





Server specification for descriptions of images.  


META data problems related to transient data (i.e. data base).  The server is required to understand queries for descriptions.  Useful to people you ant to know the content of large images before they download them.  





Property images (PNG) can imbed description of the images in the image file.





META data can be used to put in description information.  Other people can add their own descriptions.  





Proxy servers


Meta servers


LONGDESCs


D tags?





Suggestion that longdesc is wrong way, META information is the right way.


META information can be self contained, can be a pointer to some other file, or through an agent that can search databases.





The 3rd party approach may be a disincentive for authors to include the description.  Who will write the descriptions.  





Resource Description Framework (RDF) is used for META information.  





Why is this good for business?  Need a document to market the idea for business





If LONGDESC is included, need clear guidelines for the usage.





No consensus on LONGDESC, META and OBJECT will be used in future.





ALT tags should be required?


ISO HTML is a joint working group on ISO SGML.  ISO HTML should be a clean SGML document format.  Current HTML SGML incompatibilities will be eliminated.





The ISO group asked Daniel to help them with the specification.  Should ALT be required?


It is an opportunity to get ALT required.





Discussion about whether the ALT tag requirement will make a difference or not.  ALT is already required in MAP tags.  Should not be problem for acceptance.





ICADD problem with <I> and <B> tags.  





HTML 4.0 no addressing of how ALT should be rendered.


Frames


Frame tags have the name attribute (name needs to be present), name is currently not descriptive.  


Acronyms


Ask for abbreviation and acronyms dictionary.  Not a lot of work to do here, Daniel will do it.


Phonetic markup


Need for phonetic information to be part of information.  Attribute, META file.  Used by speech out technologies.


Speech Input Technologies


One place is for ALT text.  Example of a speech recognition engine in use in an automobile.


XML Name space reservation


Tim offered a name space.  Mike P. said he tried to submit and then they came back to him for more descriptive names.  Four elements of ICADD were submitted.


Scripting


Scripting exposes DOM properties.  New activity.





New Action Items


Media attribute in <LINK> tag


Business model justification


*ICADD compatibility with <I> and <B> tags


How ALT text should be rendered by browsers and how agents will render information (Chuck Oppermann)


Accessibility of Frames


Speech Recognition (Larger semantic information issue, Charles Opermann)


XML name space reservation (Mike, George and Murray)


DOM accessibility (T. V. Raman, Murray Malony)

















