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The sweltering inhabitants 
of Calcutta drink at my we!... 
The pure Walden water is 
mingled with the sacred water 
of the Ganges.
                  –Thoreau, “Walden”
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“The emerging @font-face tag 
within Cascading Style Sheets 
(CSS) will hopefully lead to a secure 
technology that allows fonts to be 
used in web pages. But at this time, 
no such security measures exist, so 
the use of this tag with our fonts 
constitutes the illegal distribution 

of the font software. This type 
of use is therefore 
specifically prohibited 
under our End-User 
License Agreement.”
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media services



the web



the qualities that contribute 
to the success of the web...

are the qualities that will 
make us successful, too



native to the web









<style type=text/javascript>
evaluate_style() {
 if (color == "red"){
   color = "blue";
   fontStyle = "italic";
 } else if (color == "blue"){
   color = "green";
   fontWeight = "bold";
   fontStyle = "normal";
 } else if (color == "green") {
   color = "red";
   fontStyle = "medium";
 }
}
tag.UL.color = "green";
tag.UL.apply = 
evaluate_style();
</style>





rough consensus
running code



proposed new tag: IMG
Marc Andreessen (marca@ncsa.uiuc.edu)
Thu, 25 Feb 93 21:09:02 -0800

I'd like to propose a new, optional HTML tag: IMG Required argument is SRC="url". 

This names a bitmap or pixmap file for the browser to attempt to pull over the network and interpret as 
an image, to be embedded in the text at the point of the tag's occurrence.

An example is:

<IMG SRC="file://foobar.com/foo/bar/blargh.xbm"> 

(There is no closing tag; this is just a standalone tag.)

This tag can be embedded in an anchor like anything else; when that happens, it becomes an icon that's 
sensitive to activation just like a regular text anchor.

Browsers should be afforded flexibility as to which image formats they support. Xbm and Xpm are good 
ones to support, for example. If a browser cannot interpret a given format, it can do whatever it wants
instead (X Mosaic will pop up a default bitmap as a placeholder).

This is required functionality for X Mosaic; we have this working, and we'll at least be using it 
internally. I'm certainly open to suggestions as to how this should be handled within HTML; if you have 
a better idea than what I'm presenting now, please let me know. I know this is hazy wrt image format, 
but I don't see an alternative than to just say ``let the browser do what it can'' and wait for the perfect 
solution to come along (MIME, someday, maybe).

Let me know what you think.........

Cheers,
Marc



proposed new tag: IMG
Marc Andreessen (marca@ncsa.uiuc.edu)
Thu, 25 Feb 93 21:09:02 -0800

I'd like to propose a new, optional HTML tag: IMG Required argument is SRC="url". 

This names a bitmap or pixmap file for the browser to attempt to pull over the network and interpret as 
an image, to be embedded in the text at the point of the tag's occurrence.

An example is:

<IMG SRC="file://foobar.com/foo/bar/blargh.xbm"> 

(There is no closing tag; this is just a standalone tag.)

This tag can be embedded in an anchor like anything else; when that happens, it becomes an icon that's 
sensitive to activation just like a regular text anchor.

Browsers should be afforded flexibility as to which image formats they support. Xbm and Xpm are good 
ones to support, for example. If a browser cannot interpret a given format, it can do whatever it wants
instead (X Mosaic will pop up a default bitmap as a placeholder).

This is required functionality for X Mosaic; we have this working, and we'll at least be using it 
internally. I'm certainly open to suggestions as to how this should be handled within HTML; if you have 
a better idea than what I'm presenting now, please let me know. I know this is hazy wrt image format, 
but I don't see an alternative than to just say ``let the browser do what it can'' and wait for the perfect 
solution to come along (MIME, someday, maybe).

Let me know what you think.........

Cheers,
Marc

I’d like to propose a new, optional HTML tag: IMG 

Required argument is SRC="url".  



proposed new tag: IMG
Marc Andreessen (marca@ncsa.uiuc.edu)
Thu, 25 Feb 93 21:09:02 -0800

I'd like to propose a new, optional HTML tag: IMG Required argument is SRC="url". 

This names a bitmap or pixmap file for the browser to attempt to pull over the network and interpret as 
an image, to be embedded in the text at the point of the tag's occurrence.

An example is:

<IMG SRC="file://foobar.com/foo/bar/blargh.xbm"> 

(There is no closing tag; this is just a standalone tag.)

This tag can be embedded in an anchor like anything else; when that happens, it becomes an icon that's 
sensitive to activation just like a regular text anchor.

Browsers should be afforded flexibility as to which image formats they support. Xbm and Xpm are good 
ones to support, for example. If a browser cannot interpret a given format, it can do whatever it wants
instead (X Mosaic will pop up a default bitmap as a placeholder).

This is required functionality for X Mosaic; we have this working, and we'll at least be using it 
internally. I'm certainly open to suggestions as to how this should be handled within HTML; if you have 
a better idea than what I'm presenting now, please let me know. I know this is hazy wrt image format, 
but I don't see an alternative than to just say ``let the browser do what it can'' and wait for the perfect 
solution to come along (MIME, someday, maybe).

Let me know what you think.........

Cheers,
Marc

I’d like to propose a new, optional HTML tag: IMG 

Required argument is SRC="url".  

...if you have a better idea than what I'm presenting now, 
please let me know. 



Re: proposed new tag: IMG
Tony Johnson (TONYJ@scs.slac.stanford.edu)
Thu, 25 Feb 1993 23:13 PDT 

I have something very similar in Midas 2.0 (in use here at SLAC, and due for 
public release any week now), except that all the names are different, and it 
has an extra argument NAME="name". It has almost exactly the same 
functionality as your proposed IMG tag. e.g.
<ICON name="NoEntry" href="http://note/foo/bar/NoEntry.xbm">

The idea of the name parameter was to allow the browser to have a set of 
"built in" images. If the name matches a "built in" image it would use that 
instead of having to go out and fetch the image. The name could also act as a 
hint for "line mode" browsers as to what kind of a symbol to put in place of 
the image.

I don't much care about the parameter or tag names, but it would be sensible 
if we used the same things. I don't much care for abbreviations, ie why not 
IMAGE= and SOURCE=. I somewhat prefer ICON since it imlies that the IMAGE 
should be smallish, but maybe ICON is an overloaded word?
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Re: proposed new tag: IMG
Tim Berners-Lee (timbl@www3.cern.ch)
Fri, 26 Feb 93 14:04:55 +0100

I had imagined that figues would be reprented as
<a name=fig1 href="fghjkdfghj" REL="EMBED, PRESENT">Figure </a>

where the relation ship values mean

EMBED Embed this here when presenting it
PRESENT Present this whenever the source document
is presented

Note that you can have various combinations of these, and if
the browser doesn't support either one, it doesn't break.

A see that using this as a method for selectable icons means nesting 
anchors. Hmmm. But I hadn't wanted a special tag.
Annother way would be to declare an entity with SYSTEM attribute 
giving the URL and then invoke that entity, but that would mean an
extendable entity dictionary which is not currently needed.
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Re: proposed new tag: IMG
Marc Andreessen (marca@ncsa.uiuc.edu)
Fri, 12 Mar 93 22:32:12 -0800

Back to the inlined image thread again -- I'm getting close to
releasing Mosaic v0.10, which will support inlined GIF and XBM
images/bitmaps, as mentioned previously. So I just reread the
exchanges we had a while back, and have a few comments...

We're not prepared to support INCLUDE/EMBED at this point; it raises a
number of nasty issues that are quite separate from the idea of
inlined images. For example, what happens if one EMBEDS a document
that in turn EMBEDS the first document? Oops. Aside from this, I'm
not sure I see the point in allowing arbitrary EMBED's for things like
chunks of texts: this is a hypertext system, after all, and it ought
to be possible to get the functional effect of an EMBED by using an
ordinary link. Right?

So, we're probably going to go with <IMG SRC="url"> (not ICON, since
not all inlined images can be meaningfully called icons). For the
time being, inlined images won't be explicitly content-type'd; down
the road, we plan to support that (along with the general adaptation
of MIME). Actually, the image reading routines we're currently using
figure out the image format on the fly, so the filename extension
won't even be significant.

Cheers,
Marc
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running code



“The velocity and responsiveness of your team to 
user feedback will set the tone for your software, far 
more than any single release ever could. 

That’s what you need to get good at.”

— Jeff Atwood
codinghorror.com





















“If you’re not embarrassed when you
  ship your product, you waited too long.”

— Reid Hoffman

















Speed of iteration beats quality of iteration





“Be liberal in what you accept, 
and conservative in what you send.”

Jon Postel’s Robustness Principle





“Information wants to be free.”

Stewart Brand





“Given enough eyeballs, all bugs are shallow.”
—esr
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