Notes from OATS Steering Group Meeting

Video Meeting – 14 February 2007

Attendees:

Andrew Lysley

David Colven

Stephen Druce

Simon Judge

Andy Judson

Steve Lee

Mats Lundalv

Eive Landin

Update on Repository

DC has spent about 1.5 days of the 5 days allocated to update the content of the repository and has 30-40 additional software titles to add. SJ has also added some more content, but has concentrated his efforts more on making system changes. Garry Paxton has agreed to put his developing symbol library on Oatsoft and AL agreed to contact him to make the necessary arrangements.  SJ pointed out the need to edit all existing software titles on Oatsoft with the new download link structure and suggested this would be ideal for a student to do.
Actions:

DC to continue updating with remaining titles.

AL to contact Garry Paxton

SJ/AJ to investigate possible availability of a student.

Update on Forge

SJ has made some improvements to the forge pages creating more of an Oatsoft identity.  Existing software is linked to download pages elsewhere.  Technical aids are available for the development of new projects. There is presently only limited take-up of Oats as a site for OS development. SL is using the site for OS project development and noted the improvements made in recent months.  AJ intends to release elements of the ICU project code on Oatsoft.
ML noted that he will be using Oatsoft for promulgating the results from the Symbered project but has not yet decided whether this would include release of the code.
Actions:

AJ to add ICU project work

Mats to add Symbered project work

General Improvements

SJ noted that there have been no major changes, but a number of minor updates have been made in response to user comments. SJ also noted that he has received an offer for assistance (from John?) to update the user interface.

Hardware Performance

AJ reported that the new hosting hardware for Oatsoft at Dundee was operating much more reliably. AJ said that there were no immediate issues with continued hosting at Dundee but that this would need to be reassessed in about 4-6 months.

Action.

AJ to keep the Steering Group informed of any developments. 
User Feedback

There has been little direct feedback from end users of the repository. SL has provided feedback as a developer. EL noted that user feedback may be limited by the existing limitations of accessibility of the opening pages and that no languages other than English are presently available.  EL noted that he was hoping to be able to work on a Swedish implementation.  
Action

EL to promote development of a Swedish implementation.
Future of Oats

A discussion followed on the future of Oats. It was recognised that additional funding would be required to make any further significant progress to “step up a gear” from the success achieved in the pilot project. AL highlighted the need for a lead organisation to take the project forward and explained that the ACE Centre was not in a position to take the lead. ML thought that the project was best based in the UK but that SIT in Sweden has an interest in continuing some involvement. EL confirmed SIT interest, particularly in the special educational needs aspects of Oatsoft, and emphasised the desire for more end user involvement. SJ thought that research/EU funding might be available, possibly through the Univ. of Sheffield.
All were agreed that that it was the combination of the repository and the forge, together with the potential for developing a community of end users and developers that differentiated Oatsoft from other sites/databases of AT software.
Several suggestions were made for how the project might be taken forward: promotion at meetings/conferences; developing an end user friendly wizard for searching software; selecting one or two existing projects for development as exemplars (e.g. SAW, Firefox applications, Pdfs to Daisy). SJ proposed that we each write down what ideas we would want to see included in a follow-on project as the basis for preparing a proposal.

Actions:

ALL to review options for funding.

All to send potential ideas for inclusion in a follow-on project to SJ over the next 3 weeks. 
Next Meeting
It was agreed to hold another video conference in about 2 months.

Stephen Druce
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