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Meeting Minutes
Monday, July 11, 2016
Landon State Office Building, Room 560, Topeka, KS
The meeting was called to order by Martha Gabehart at about 2:30 PM.
Those members present were:
Martha Gabehart, Chair, Kansas Partnership for Accessible Technology
John Baranski, Information Delivery Manager, Kansas State Department of Education
Michael Donnelly, Director of Vocational Rehabilitation Service, Kansas Department for Children and Families
Anthony Fadale, State Americans with Disabilities Act Coordinator
Joe Oborny, Instructional Technology Coordinator, Kansas State Schools for the Deaf and the Blind
Cole Robison, Director, IT Accessibility, Office of Information Technology Services
Sara Sack, Director, Assistive Technology for Kansans
Jameson Watkins, Director of Customer Innovation and Support, University of Kansas Medical Center
Others present:
Kit Cole, Software Tester/Assistive Technology Coordinator, Information Technology, the University of Kansas
Robert Cooper, Executive Director, Kansas Commission for the Deaf and Hard of Hearing
Bill Griffiths, Assistive Technology / Information Accessibility Consultant, Kansas Department for Children and Families
I.	Welcome and Introductions
Martha Gabehart opened the meeting with a welcome and introductions.
II.	Approval: January Minutes
Without a quorum present, minutes were not considered for approval.
III.	Status Updates and Announcements
Cole Robison updated the group on:
· SSB BART Group speculation on upcoming activity regarding the Federal ICT Standards and Guidelines
· U.S. Department of Education Office for Civil Rights settlements
· the Federal CIO Council Accessibility Community of Practice Technology Accessibility Playbook
· the latest release of AMP
· AMP for Mobile
· the results of a survey conducted by freelance web accessibility consultant Heydon Pickering screen reader strategy
· W3C Web Accessibility Perspectives videos
Details are available in the meeting presentation available at http://oits.ks.gov/docs/kpat20160711p.
IV.	ITEC Policy 1210 Update
Cole reported on the previously approved proposal to update ITEC Policy 1210 with an exception provision for better handling non-compliant COTS procurements, specifically that he had presented it to ITAB and to the EBIT Performance and Process Improvement ITIL committee. That committee was subsequently put on hold, however, so the path forward for approval of the policy update is unclear.
V.	Accessibility Status of State of Kansas Websites
Cole summarized the findings from the annual statewide AMP testing. There was some brief discussion about steps being taken to bring about improvement. Bill Griffiths asked about AMP’s capability for evaluating responsively designed pages, to which Cole responded by explaining that what it can test either what is delivered to a desktop browser or a mobile browser through a setting that toggles how it identifies itself to the server. There was then some discussion of the mobile-first and responsive design trends, and of the need for developers employing them to be aware that the accessibility requirements remain applicable in those scenarios. Michael Donnelly asked about the possibility of scanning sites relating to agency contracts and grants. Cole mentioned that he could always scan sites if given a list of them, but obtaining such a list for these sorts of sites might not be straightforward, and that agencies, with their ability to use AMP themselves, are relied on for much of their accessibility responsibilities. There was also some discussion of the standard language used in such contracts to include accessibility requirements.
VI.	Department of Justice SANPRM
Cole reported that the U.S. Department of Justice withdrew its Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) on Accessibility of Web Information and Services of State and Local Government Entities and replaced it with a Supplemental Advance Notice of Public Rulemaking (SANPRM) that posed many questions seeking public comment. He then went over a draft of a proposed response to the SANPRM questions, and invited discussion of it.
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