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Meeting Minutes
Tuesday, October 13, 2015
Landon State Office Building, Room 509, 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
Donna Shelite, Vice-Chair, Kansas Partnership for Accessible Technology
Michael Donnelly, Director of Vocational Rehabilitation Service, Kansas Department for Children and Families
Jim Hollingsworth, Executive Director, Information Network of Kansas
Joe Oborny, Education Technology Coordinator, Kansas State Schools for the Deaf and the Blind
Cole Robison, Director, IT Accessibility, Office of Information Technology Services
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
Phil White, Application Support Technician, Kansas Department for Children and Families
I.	Welcome and Introductions
Martha Gabehart opened the meeting with a welcome and introductions.
II.	Approval: July Minutes
Martha noted that a quorum was not present for approval of the minutes of the July 14, 2015 meeting.
III.	Status Updates and Announcements
Cole Robison updated the group on:
· new U.S. government web design standards, which are open source and were developed to be accessible
· the finalization of Authoring Tool Accessibility Guidelines (ATAG) 2.0 by the W3C
· training on AMP, and a November 19 webinar from the ADA National Network on “Social Media, Accessibility and Disability Inclusion”
· the latest release of AMP
· two observances, National Disability Employment Awareness Month and Invisible Disabilities Week
Details are available in the meeting presentation available at http://oits.ks.gov/docs/kpat20151013p.
Mike Donnelly asked for information about who in DCF had participated in the AMP training. There was some further discussion about overall awareness of the availability of AMP, both to agencies and to contractors. Martha asked about when retaking AMP training would be advised, in light of updates to the product. Cole replied that, to date, changes to AMP have not resulted in significant changes to the training that would warrant retaking it.
Jim Hollingsworth asked about notification of AMP changes, and Cole indicated that he sends an email to all AMP users with each new release.
Jim recommended suggesting the observances for promotion on the Kansas.gov social media channels.
IV.	Adopting Information and Communication Technology (ICT) Standards and Guidelines in State Policy
Following the previous meeting, Cole prepared a draft of a new state policy to adopt the full, forthcoming federal ICT standards, and he presented that draft in detail for the group to review. Mike initiated discussion about the policy’s coverage of ICT provided by third parties on behalf of state entities. Robert Cooper asked about how inclusive the draft is of telecommunications, to which Cole responded by explaining the way in which it was derived from the federal policy, and how telecommunications is included in it.
General feedback was that the draft is consistent with the direction desired by the group. Donna Shelite suggested that Cole offer to brief ITEC on this topic at an upcoming meeting.
There was some discussion of the need for an aggressive awareness campaign when the time eventually comes that this gets put in place.
Cole solicited suggestions for how to assess what the impacts of such a policy change might be to agencies. Jim recommended reaching out to peers in other states for input. Martha offered to reach out to her network of contacts in a similar way.
V.	Video Communications Platforms Update
Robert Cooper spoke about the potential for web and video conferencing platforms to promote accessibility, due to the ease with which they can include remote interpretation through the existing relay service. Those organizing such a meeting don’t need to provide an interpreter when the standard relay service available to the caller can be used. Making use of this capability that is already in place could save costs by eliminating the need to obtain other solutions.
Phil White asked pointed out that the responsibility to make an event like a meeting accessible rests with the meeting organizer, not the participant, which may make a simple solution like this difficult to recognize. Cole suggested that perhaps Sara Sack of Assistive Technology for Kansans might be interested in producing some sort of promotional material to publicize this use of the relay service in a meeting setting. Joe Oborny pointed out that the expertise in finding accessibility solutions often lies in the end user who requires them.
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