
Web Development Group 6/18/03 
 
Present: Batson, Candido, Dye, Juhl, Morgan, Pearce, Simpson, White 
 
1. Reports from Working Groups 
 
Judy – Accessibility 
(Dye, Batson, Chism) 

Judy offered a summary of their group minutes which can be found on the Web Dev 
page at http://libinfo.uark.edu/strategicplanning/psicc14-15.asp#documents.  The group 
has studied several software packages for accessibility and will make a recommendation 
shortly.  The group met with Teresa Wells at the campus ADA office, who reviewed the 
library web site with them.  A check using the “Bobby” software found two notable errors 
on the main page (two images without alt tags).  Ms. Wells noted that any problems with 
the library web site could be easily fixed.  She also mentioned that the anticipated 
campus-wide Content Management System purchase for web sites would allow us to 
generate text-only pages on the fly.  
 
Committee members discussed a “field trip” to listen to the library web pages through a 
screen reader such as Jaws.  The group also discussed how to integrate accessibility 
planning into the next version of the web page.   

 
Beth – Copyright  
(Juhl, Candido, A. Cantrell, King, Lennertz) 
 

The group is reviewing a draft “decision tree” for adding images/files to the web site. The 
group is also drafting a memo on book cover art and copyright issues. 

 
Mary – Images  
(Walker, A. Cantrell,  T. Cantrell, Gardner, Lennertz,  Morgan) 
 

The group continues work on revising a selection criteria document drawn from 
suggestions from IRG #8 and preservation.  They are also devising a document to aid in 
determining the feasibility of digital projects.    

 
Ethel – Special Collections  
(Simpson, Juhl, Morgan, Pearce, Walker) 
 

The group plans to meet on Monday 6/23 in Juhl’s absence to determine how best to 
proceed with a “quick, but not dirty” conversion of the finding aids files from cavern. 

 
Sarah – Usability 
(Santos, Hartsell, Jones, Parker-Gibson, Penrose) 
 

Sarah was away at a conference but reported through Beth that the first two usability 
studies are planned for July 7 and 11.   

 
 
2. Decisions needed on various drafts 
 GIS new look: 
 
 http://libinfo.uark.edu/gis/default_new.asp 
 http://libinfo.uark.edu/GIS/us_hunt_v4.asp 



The group agreed to this change, pending some editorial changes in wording on the 
us.asp page.   

 
Main page slightly less wordy look. 
The group approved this page.   
 
 
New Internet Search Engines page.  
The group approved this page.   
 
 

3. Discussion of Review & Approval Procedures for new / revised pages  
 

The group discussed how to insure that top-level and secondary pages are reviewed for 
content, consistency, and house style without delaying their publication unnecessarily.  
When changes are minor, and the template in use has already been approved, there is 
little need for further review. In most cases, these changes are approved simply by the 
content provider (the authoring department) and posted live.   
 
 However, all agreed that any major changes to level 1 and level 2 pages, or entirely new 
modules, should be reviewed by more than the author and the web designer.  There 
were several suggestions as to how to proceed: 
 

-Anne Marie and Judy Dye (Judy had already left so she could not give her 
consent to this!) are good editors and should be asked to review every new top 
level page or major rewrites of older pages.  
 
-Web designers should have a checklist to review before posting any page.  Such 
a checklist would include stylistic checks (spelling, wording) as well as 
accessibility and design checks for various browsers. 
 
-The draft style guidelines on the web dev page at:  
http://libinfo.uark.edu/webdev/ should be reviewed and rewritten for clarity.    
 

Beth volunteered to work on a checklist and a draft review procedure for the next 
meeting.   

 
4. Models and Goals for overall site redesign 
 

Beth asked the group to begin consideration for a major site redesign.  Although a 
complete site redesign is not possible for the fall, the group should begin now on what 
should be a 12-18 month process.  Beth is attending a workshop on site redesign 
processes at ALA hopes to bring back some good models for the group.   
 

 
Overall Goals for a redesign include: 

  clarity 
consistency 

  uncluttered 
  compliant (ada) 
  fluid (screen resolution) 
  printer friendly option  
 



 
 Some Models and examples: 
 less wordy: 
  Oklahoma State: http://www.library.okstate.edu 
  Arizona State: http://www.asu.edu/lib/ 
  U Missouri: http://mulibraries.missouri.edu/ 
 
 
 some of both: 
  U Washington: http://www.lib.washington.edu/ 
  U Wisconsin: http://www.library.wisc.edu/ 
  U Tennessee: http://www.lib.utk.edu/ 
  Vanderbilt: http://www.library.vanderbilt.edu/ 
  LSU: http://www.lib.lsu.edu/ 
 
 more wordy: 
  Virginia Tech: http://www.lib.vt.edu/ 
  Stanford: http://www-sul.stanford.edu/ 
  Michigan: http://www.lib.umich.edu/ 
  Columbia: http://www.columbia.edu/cu/lweb/ 
  U Kentucky: http://www.uky.edu/Libraries/ 
  U Texas: http://www.lib.utexas.edu/ 
  Nebraska Omaha: http://revelation.unomaha.edu/ 
 
Beth asked the group to bring examples of really good and bad library  pages to our next 
meeting for discussion.   
 
Next meeting:  Wednesday July 2, 3:30 PM 
 
Respectfully submitted,  
 
B. Juhl  


