Design Sites Assignment 2 Task 4 Report

Chris Craig 10315

The Larry’s Lawns Web Site has been tested in accordance with the requirements of Task 4. The
results are as follows:

W3 Markup Validation:

The Home Page (index.html) was first submitted to the Validator. On the first attempt it failed
showing one error an two warnings as per the image below. (Note: one of the warnings was the
standard warning that the HTML5 checker is experimental, which they continue to display for some
strange reason — the first working draft of HTML5 was released in 2008! But OK, it’ still
experimental....

-! validator.w3.org, (hech _

Jump To: Notes and Potential 1s5u8s Validation Output
Error found while checking this document as HTML5!
Result: 1 Emor 2 wammpis)
Fille :
Use the e satecton box sbowe If you msh 10 fe-vaidals the unicaded e ndex hin
Encoding: uf-3 (Getect autamatcally) .
Doctype: HTMLS (detect automaticaily) -

Root Element: il

.
WSP LS VAIJDATOR Tiy now the WAC Valdaler Suite ™ prensum senvics that checks your entire website and evakiates its confarmance with W3C open standal
v oY Suite website that need your altention

\ialidation Output: 1 Error
@ Line 67 Column 47 No space between attributes.

¢div Ld="Egs3Id® zlassefpuzzos® sabindex="4"iizlee"Reltadble Advive®™>

t Lipg 116 Colurnn 179. The seamiess attribute on the iframe element is not supported by browsers yet. It would probably be better to wait for implementations.

2rie="This 1frame comtains the hesdlive blog written by larrys Lawns®> (/ifrane>

3 y i ST o T C o T : B QUESSWOTR c e
could make vakdaton resufls entirely incoherent It is highly recommended 1o check these potential issues. and, if necessary, fix them and te-validate the document

¥ Using experimental feature: HTML5 Conformance Checker.

The valdator checked your document with an expenmental feature MTMLS Conformance Checker This feature has bean made avaiiable for your comvenlence, bt be aware that it ma
wilh the latest development of some cutting-edge technologies. f you find any issues with this feature. please rapart them Thank you

T odeciim - Moteoad I rormmt o - Metepadt

The error was fixed by correcting the HTML and the warning addressed by removing the “seamless”
attribute on the iframe (it doesn’t work anyway — it was left there after a vain attempt to remove
the scroll bars while retaining the ability to use the scroll wheel on the mouse — an issue that ended
up being addressed in another way).
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The index page was resubmitted and passed as shown in the following screen shot:

alidation Service

JumpTo: Nt and Ptential Wi Fanksoos oo

This document was successiully chacked as HTMLS!

Result:
File : Chocse Fe e ¢ "
26 1 S st box awet B gt a1 B e e Ottt b e b
Encoding: w18 | owthrt masrnaes wh, .
Doctype;  wTNLS Idetart mmsreaneaty | .

Root Element: by

Dreemu sendn Al Checks your enflie wetssile dad eviduates 25 cofarmance with WIC open standars to quckly sentidy hse potan of
your wetrste INAE Peed your alereon

» 0 29 Octaber 2014, Jom Timr Barness Lo gobal sTasegrin, Lonituss Maders, 300 dewiopan 1o &0 aictng efemoon of exdights and G4ciston KOO #e Ay of
‘ e Webs folovesd by & sl dinner
v Hezmurioouy for the 525 20th Anoea 7. Sorbesdy in Saa Clam, Catfosma (@ nen |

WAC ¥ aumaron

i Doz and help us bk Dattsd 100ls for A beder wel
Cptions
Shas Soorce * List Messages Secoertuyy  Groog Errnl Messages by Type
VORI #1100 Da0es Vertosn Oute Chaan UD MadUD wim TUL Tidy

Foepian Saim

Notes ang Fatential lssues

The foliowsng mobes atd wartngy Mgldget isssing of corfhcting mfammation which Cuumi
CORNY ImadE vabdalion fosaty entitel inCoherent I s highly recammenid 10 Check these potential issues. and. If NECESSaly, S« Tem aNg ne.vid date the docunent

& Using fteature: HTMLS C Checker.

Task 4 required a second page with “significant text content” also be submitted for validation. The
“Advice Page” (advice.html) was selected as it contains a significant amount of text.

' Chrome % ¥ W Advice- Lamy'sLawns % ¥ [l (Invalid] Markup Validatic x Y%
€ - € |[ validatorw3.org/check?uri

y14t444 3citinf

advice htm|& tect+automatically3s

&doctype=Inline&group=0

Jump To: Validation Output

Errors found while checking this document as XH 1.0 Transitional!

Result: | 35 Errors, 1 warning(s)

Address :

Encoding: utf-8

Doctype: XHTML 1.0 Transitional [ {detect automatically) v
Root Element:  him!
Root Namespace: hitp./www w3.0rg/1999/xhtm|

A

(o ‘ VAL|DA‘|’°H Try now the W3C Validator Suite™ premium service that checks your entire website and luates its with W3C open to quickly identify those
" Suite portions of your website that need your attention.
The W3C validators are developed with assistance from the Mozilla F and by c
Donate and help us build better tools for a better web.
.

mozilla
Options
"I Show Source I show Outiine * List Messages Sequentially  Group Error Messages by Type

Validate error pages Verbose Output Clean up Markup with HTML-Tidy

Help on the optons is svalable. Revalidate

Validation Output: 35 Errors

h
CINr S 20

On the first attempt, advice.html failed resoundingly, reporting 35 errors and one warning. By
replacing the doctype declaration inserted by my evil old Dreamweaver (at home) with a HTML5
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doctype declaration, the error count was reduced to zero and the page passed by the validator as
shown in the following image:

I Chrame % ¥ I Advice- Lamy'sLawns % ¥ [l [Valid] Markup Validation x (&% ePanel X - Main. % ¥ o cPanel File Managervd %
M4 € - € [ validatorw3.org/check?uri=htip%3 k-2

2Fy14t444 3citinfc

2Fadvice html& 28detect+automatically%29&doctype=Inline&group=0&user-agent=W3C_Validator%2F1.3 +htt

Markup Validation Service

Check the markup (HTML, XHTML

) of Web documents

Jump To: Notes and Potential Issues Congratulations - Icons

\ This document was successfully checked as HTML5!

Result: P

1 Address : htep: i 3cit.info/mk-2-larryslawns/advica.atml
I
Encoding: utf-8 | (detect automatically) -
Doctype: HTMLS [ (detect automatically) Ra
Root Element:  htm|
a . . .
(ad = VAUDATOH Try now the W3C Validator Suite™ premium service that checks your entire website and luates its e with W3C open to quickly identify those
v‘ Suite portions of your website that need your attention.
The W3C validators are developed with assistance from the Mozilla F¢ , and by c e
Donate and help us build better tools for a better web.
.
mozilla
Options
|Show Source I Show Outline @ List Messages Sequentially * Group Error Messages by Type
Validate error pages [ Verbose Output I Clean up Markup with HTML-Tidy

Helo on the optons is svailable. Revalidate

Notes and Potential Issues

The following notes and warnings highlight missing or conflicting information which caused the validator to perform some guesswork prior to validation, or other things affecting the output below. If the guess or fallback is
incorrect, it could make validation results entirely incoherent. It is highly recommended to check these potential issues, and, if necessary, fix them and re-validate the document

4b lsing exnerimental featura- HTML5 C: Checker

BEe Lw & o e Ba@)

Accessibility Checks

The same two pages were submitted to the AChecker web (http://achecker.ca/checker/index.php )
site for testing. The index.html page passed on the first attempt — it is assumed that passing at the
AA level means that the page has also satisfied the lower requirements of the A level.

As set out in the Design Report, the colour schemes for headings and text were tested on AChecker
before the site was constructed and passed at both the A and AA (and AAA) levels then. The site was
constructed using the colours and fonts set out in that report and consequently passed.

N ACHECKER™
| Web Accessiblity Chockes |

[

Accessibiity Review (Guidefines: WEAG 2.0 (Lavel AA))

@FC

9 No known p
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http://achecker.ca/checker/index.php

advice.html
When the advice page was submitted for accessibility checking, however, it proved to be a different
matter.

As shown in the following screen shot, the page failed with nine “known problems.”

R
" Chrame % VW Advice - Larry's Lawns % ¥ [ [Valid] Markup Validation % ¥ - cPanel X - Main % Vo cPanel file Managers3 % ¥ 0 cPanel X~ File Manager % ¥ AC IDI Web Accessibiity Che. x \__¥
€« €' | [ achecker.ca/checker/index.php

Address:  |http://y14t444 3cit.info/mk-2-lamryslawns/advice.html

__Checkit_|
» Options
sorTLAvaR
e
port Format: AL v | GetFile|
Accessibility Review (Guidelines: WCAG 2.0 (Level AA)) Get File|
Likely (0) ' Potential (66)  HTML css

1.4 Distinguishable: Make it easier for users to see and hear content
including separating foreground from background.

Success Criteria 1.4.3 Contrast (Minimum) (AA)

Check 301:
AA.

Repair: Use a colour contrast evaluator to determine if text and background colours provide a contrast ratio of 4.5:1 for standard text, or
3:1 for larger text. Change colour codes to produce sufficient contrast. http://www.w3.0rg/TR/UNDERSTANDING-WCAG20/visual-audio-
a lio-contrast-c es-head

@ Line 20, Column 9:

<h2 class="head-h2" tabindex="2">Reliable &nbsp;-8nbsp; Trustworthy &nbsp;-&nbsp; Local &nbsp;-8nb ...
Fixed size example:

Real size example (18 points):

CSS rules for the element:

Font-family:Verdana, Geneva, sans-serif;
Color:#Ffebdg;

b

9 Line 20, Column 119:

EICRERSNERIL - kA

This seemed odd as the advice page was also built using the criteria set out in the design report.
Closer inspection revealed that all nine errors related to yellow text (#ffeb09) that was seen by the
checker as being of a white background.

This seemed strange as there was no yellow text on the page which had a white background. It was
thought that the checker might not be picking up the green background image on the body element.
Consequently a dark green background colour (#005000) was added to the body element and the
page checked again. No change — the yellow <h2> text was still seen by the checker as being on a
white background.

In a third attempt, the background image was commented out leaving only the #009000 background
colour and the page tested again. No change again — the checker still saw the <h2> text as being on a
white background, even though it was placed directly into the body element which had a dark green
background colour.

The background image was then reapplied and a fourth attempt made by means of uploading the
file from the hard drive. This time, using the “file upload” method, the page passed with no further
modifications as shown by the following screen shot:
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np

st Reuister ACHECKER®

Web Accessi Checker

Q) Web Accessibility Checker

[ WebPage URL (ITTTNETNIIET N (Paste HIML Markup .

File: | Choose File | No file chosen

Checklt |

» Options

Export Format: [FGF v | Report to Exports [A1 v | et il
Accessibility Review (Guidelines: WCAG 2.0 (Level AA)) L

Known Problems(0) WETGIEY | Prol 73) MTML Validation  CSS Validation

@ Congratulations! No known problems.

Translate to English | German | Italiano

Web site engine's code is copyright © 2011

Cross Browser Compatibility:
The web site was checked across four different browsers as shown in the following screen shots:

Chrome:

home

The Soand of Sarmunes

| R T

LARRY'S LAWNS

Reliable - Trustworthy - Local - call 1300 LARRYS

Founded in 1970

Lazzy's Lawess was o fenily besisess 1y’ taFr Need your lawans aowed Quiethy? Of
when it stazted 1 still is Bow fully imsuzed for all the types of work ot at 28 on oert,

8 property. We carry the
But note the same personal service that imsuzance - 5o you don'y have 1o worvy? Here 3t Larvy's Lavys, we fit in with
made Laryy's Lawns great back then is your requirensents, and your bodget

4 - B e S35
available near you G v e b e

equipment advice get a quote ews find us

R ry's Lawns today on 1300 LARRYS
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Internet Explorer 9:
FSER

J biss Jeasme B+ G K G Ubeses | TAEE NI Mrtwr b © Hame Page - Ly s Loany

LARRY'S LAWNS

Reliable - Trustworthy - Local - call 1300 LARRYS

W (AN GO L)

ehcten L3 Dhe P IAON
Board for Lawy s Lo,
Morn_ by, Him st v

Founded in 1970

Larex’y Lavwns was & fammily business Laryy's Lavwns, and it Pranchises, are Need yoar lowns mowed quieth? O
when it started. It 520l is now, fully insured for all the types of work not at all on certain dayy?

around your property. We carry the
But now the same persotal senice that insugance « 30 You don't have toworny! Hete at Larny’s Lavins, we fit in with
made Larny's Lawns great back then is Your requirements, and your bodget

. 0 Ay ST
available mear you! o o Vo o s

services equipment advice get a quote find us franchising

Don't let the grass grow under your feet! Ring Larry's Lawns today on 1300 LARRYS

o L] Window L0905 MM

[T T Ty =

v o ® | D Tt mbo v

LARRY'S
LAWNS

Reliable - Trustworthy - Local - call 1300 LARRYS

W1 (HEADUNES GO HERE)
Woloame 10 Ihe few bulietin
o0 for Liwry's Lawrs,
forws, EvORLL. tion and more.

Founded in 1970 allored Service

Larzy’s Lawns was a family business Larry’s Lawns, and its Franchises, are Need yoar lawns imowed guietly? Or
when it stazted. It still is pow. fally insured for all the types of work not at all an certain days?
amund yons namooerty. We rarry the

£2. Snor - wmm

The Opera test was done on the crossbrowsertesting.com site (free trial version). It loaded quickly

and didn’t seem to have any problems. All good.
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http://app.crossbrowsertesting.com/test-center

Safari

= 12 AM.

LARRY'S
LAWNS

Reliable - Trustworthy - Local - call 1300 LARRYS

our s

rell

HIF AHEADLINES GO MIRLS
WHCIne b The sew ulletin
toard tar Lanyt Liwes
Nomes, wwerie, Tigs wnd more.

Founded in 1970

Laery's Lawiie wink o Tuimily besioess Rarrs’s Lawns, aid its Froochises, see Need your T mowed guietly? O
when (€ startod. 10stil s mow fally lomured 1 for sl the types of work oot at Wil on cortain days?
nround yout property, We carry the

2. Saor - uam

The Safari test was also carried out on the crossbrowsertesting.com site. The page loaded in Safari,

but it was slow — and it jumped about in the process — seems to have trouble with a background
image on the body element for some reason. The second level of background — cut grass —loaded
fine and the animation ran sweet. It seems the background image on the body element could be a
problem, which is strange. But a quick Google reveals that Safari has a problem with background
images on the body tag — thinks they are “fixed” and won’t support them. The usual workaround is
to put the background image as the background of another div covering the whole page. Apparently
that fixes it. | would be doing that before the site went live.

Other than that, as can be seen from the above screen shot, the site did settle down and was
functional. But | would fix the Safari glich just in case someone uses an iPhone.

IE-7 (yes 7):

Just for fun I've thrown in an extra one —yes! It’s IE-7 — the world’s oldest living browser. (Only just
living!) I've got a copy on my old banger at home. Every time | open it up | get an invitation to
upgrade to the dizzy heights of IE-8, but NO WAY! My ambition is to have the last copy of IE-7 in the
known universe.

Anyway, the good news is that the site is actually functional — even in IE-7!
There are a few quirks, however.

The drop down boxes on the left of the page, for example, actually still work, but they are very slow.
By the time they drop you’ve forgotten why you clicked the button — literally. Then, when you click
to slide it back up again, it takes so long that you’ve lost interest again.
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http://app.crossbrowsertesting.com/test-center

Naturally the slider doesn’t work and neither does the HTML audio tag. Such things weren’t invented
when IE-7 came out....IE-7 came out in 2006, btw, and was the first major revision of IE since 2001
(read all about it at http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Internet Explorer 7).

If anything, the surprising thing was the number of features that did work! For example, even the
“anythingzoomer” jquery plug-in worked, magnifying the small print in the Insurance text box.

On the other hand, it is interesting that the only bit of code IE-7 couldn’t understand at all, that
affected the appearance of the page, was the complicated instruction: “text-align:center;”

You’d think this was around, even in 2006. But, as you can see from the screenshot below, it was
beyond the ken of IE-7. Go figure.

LARRY'S LAWNS

Reliable - Trustworthy - Local - call 1300 LARRYS

Founded in 1970 Tailored Service

Larry’s Lawns was & family buasiness Larry's Lawns, and its Francises, are Need your lawes mowed quisthy? Or
when &t started. Tt stll i pow fully wnsured for ull the types of werk (ot a1 all on certain days®

|
But o the samme personal service that Hover here: We'll even Hern ot Larry's Liwns, we fit i with
made Larry’s Liners great back then is your requirements, and your budget
waidabe pear you! show you the fine print

The CSS applied to the <h2> text in the header tag was, btw:
header > h2 {

text-align: center;

Did they have contextual selectors in 2006? Or <header> tags? Guess not.
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http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Internet_Explorer_7

Accessibility - Screen Checkers:
The report required by Task 4 contains an instruction to test the site in or for a screen reader. Turns

out that’s not as easy as it sounds. They don’t have a specific “screen reader testing” page or service
comparable with the WebAim contrast testing sites for the only partially blind, for example. An
extensive search has revealed the following on the topic:

1.

The way they expect you to test a site for screen readers is to download the screen reading
program, install it, learn how to use it, pretend to be blind and actually use the program to
view/hear your site. And, btw, they say the screen readers are horribly hard to learn and use
—relying on keyboard shortcuts all over the place. To read further on this see the following
web site: http://webstandardssherpa.com/ask-the-sherpas/testing-on-screen-readers

Here they point out that JAWS, one of the more popular screen readers, costs $1,000 to buy.
You can get a trial version, but it is likely to expire before you learn how to use it.

The other problem with this type of testing is that there are a number of different brands of
screen reader and, like browsers, they are all different. Testing your page/site on one brand
means diddley squat if somebody is using one of the others. The differences are enough for
WebAim to state: “We wouldn't want developers to design specifically for one brand of
screen reader, for example, if doing so would make the content unfriendly to users of other
brands of screen readers.” (see http://webaim.org/articles/screenreader_testing/ )

There are also plug-ins for at least IE and Firefox Developer Tools that claim to help test for
screen reader accessibility. They don’t, however. After going through a nightmarish process
or removing images and disabling CSS, all they do is display the remaining text as a screen
reader might see it and leave it up to you to decide if that’s good enough. (see
http://www.iheni.com/quick-tip-testing-web-content-for-screen-readers-without-a-screen-

reader/)

The problem with the current process of testing the screen readers by using them is, as the

WebAim page previously cited in (2) above states: “If you don't know how to use a screen
reader, testing with a screen reader can be frustrating and counterproductive. In fact, you
could mistakenly think that nearly everything you've created is inaccessible, when the real
problem may be that you just don't know how to use a screen reader properly.” In answer to
the question of whether you should always test web sites on screen readers they say
“Perhaps. If you know how to use a screen reader...”

So, in conclusion, blind people should be able to access the internet. It is never going to be
as easy for them as for a sighted person, but they should be given a fair go. No question. If |
were a blind person, however, | would be spewing that nobody is providing a service where
people like me can just paste in a URL and have it read back to see if it works. It can’t be that
hard. And the companies that are producing the $1,000 a time JAWS, for example, should be
out there making sure that people can use their product, but it seems they aren’t. They are
apparently just happy to sit back and collect the grand a time that governments and
charities are no doubt forking out under the illusion they are helping the blind. That stinks.
They should be providing a service so that ordinary web developers can easily test content
for blind consumers. They don’t. Bad on JAWS.

The good news is, however, that to the extent that it can be tested without actually running
it through a screen reader, AChecker already tests for compliance with the following WCAG2
guidelines:
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a) Text alternatives are provided for all non-text content

b) Alternatives are provided for all time based media (video and audio)

c) Content can be presented in different ways (for example simpler layout) without losing
information or structure.

d) All functionality can be accessed by a keyboard

e) Link textis meaningful

f) Headings and labels are arranged logically

g) Lang codes are used and valid

h) Web pages appear and operate in predictable ways

i) Navigation is consistent

j) etcetcetc

These are all the things that make it better or worse for a screen reader to operate in general. So, it
would seem, AChecker is doing a better job of looking after the blind people than the people making
money out of them, like JAWS. And, as far as it is possible to check a web site without pretending to
be blind, job done (see the positive AChecker report above). AChecker to the rescue!

Cross Device Checking:
The Task also requires the site to be checked on two devices. The first check was carried out for the

iPad. The test was carried out on the http://ipadpeek.com/ device simulation site. The result was as
follows:

iPad

LARRY'S
LAWNS

Reliable - Trustworthy - Local - call 1300 LARRYS

our services
reliable advice
our guarantee

opportunity

ailored Service

quietly? Or

Witatl «@0- 0 e T £

Literally everything worked in this test — the dropdowns functioned perfectly, the slider worked, the
jQuery anythingZoomer worked and the background sound played. Yay!
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http://ipadpeek.com/

Samsung Galaxy Phone:

B0iB0OE CClBle &

LARRY'S
LAWNS

Reliable -
Trustworthy - Local
- call 1300
LARRYS

The next test was carried out for the Samsung Galaxy phone on the screenfly device simulator
(http://quirktools.com/screenfly/ ). As can be seen on the screenshot above, the elements of the

page stack as expected on the smaller screen size. And, as far as could be determined from the
screen sample, everything seemed to still work.

| think that’s the lot covered now. If I've missed something, please let me know...and all that.
Anyway, if you've read this far, thanks for all your help this year — and have a good Christmas!
Cheers,

chris

The End
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