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W3~ World Wide Web Consortium

- Main standards org. for WWW;
- Its members are companies;

- Has dedicated working groups:
CSSWG, SVGWG, WASMWG, ...

- Uses snapshots for specification; <
- Follows W3C Process;
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W3C Standard formation process

Editor’s Draft [not an official status]
The absolute freshest version of the specification.

Working Draft (WD)
Officially ready to be reviewed by community.

Candidate Recommendation (CR)
Spec is complete. Feedback from implementers.

% Proposed Recommendation (PR)
Accepted by W3C Director.

W3C Recommendation (REC)

Accepted by Advisory Committee.
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(@ WHATWG

- Web Hypertext Application
Technology Working Group;

- Formed in 2004 due to slow
development of HTML in W3(; Mole
- Mainly focuses on HTML/DOM;

- Numerous other standards:

XMLHttpRequest, Fetch,

FullScreen API, Canvas, ...
- Uses a Living Standard;
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' Technical Committee 39

- Works under Ecma International;
- Maintains ECMAScript* language,

- Standard called ECMA-262; 2
- Releases specification annually; “ :

- Spec. edition name: ESYEAR,;
- |ts members are companies;

- Operates by using TC39 Process.

*lavaScript
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M8 TC39 Process

Stage O - Strawman
Free form ideas, reviewed in TC39 meetings.

Stage 1 - Proposal
High level API, examples, selected champion.

Stage 2 - Draft
Formal specification of the syntax and semantics.

% Stage 3 - Candidate

Specification complete.

% Stage 4 - Finished

Two spec-compliant implementations.
Passes acceptance tests. O VISMA
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m ECMAScript |5 6 WPAAIEE next | intl | non-standard

(&7 @ Not secure kangax.github.io/compat-table/es2016plus/

Sort by | Enginetypes v Show obsolete platforms [

Show unstable platforms

Feature name

2016 features

exponentiation (**) operator KA

Array.prototype.includes K

Array.prototype.includes K3
Array.prototype.includes is generic
%TypedArray%.prototype.includes kA

compatibility table
by kangax & webbedspace & zloird

M ch:

Small feature (2 points)

| JVE:
Minor difference (1 point)

SpiderMonkey JavaScriptCore

Large feature (8 points)

Compilers/polyfills
49% 51% 39%
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C55 HTML 45

Accessibility XMLHttpRequest
118n FullScreen API
Graphics Notifications API
Media Storage
Security Streams
WebAssembly Fetch
Privacy Console
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A ChrisSD 10 months ago | parent | favorite | on: Microsoft, Google, Mozilla, and Apple Object to W3...

It's sad to see the relationship between WHATWG and W3C has deteriorated to this point. Trying to wrangle a standard from a "living" (i.e. constantly
changing) specification was always going to be tough but I'd have hoped both WHATWG and W3C would be able to maintain a working relationship.

A chrisseaton 10 months ago [-]

Is there an article with the background on this? Why do we have both the W3C and the WHATWG, and why do the W3C just copy and paste work from
WHATWG, if that is indeed what happens?

A ChrisSD 10 months ago [-]

I don't know of an article, sorry. A brief history from memory would be that during XHTML days the W3C essentially let the HTML spec languish
and people weren't moving to XHTML (at best they were moving to XHTML-like HTML).

So the WHATWG came along (mainly organised by the major browser vendors) and started the HTML spec moving again. This became part of
what’s known as HTMLS.

However WHATWG doesn't exactly make a "standard” it makes a "living standard”, which is a constantly shifting document which aims to
describe where browsers currently are and what they hope to implement. The W3C decided to keep publishing its own HTML specifications and,
as the WHATWG does describe what browsers are trying to do, the W3C's spec has to build at least partly on that work. There are differences
though. For example, the W3C requires at least two implementations of a feature for it to be included in their spec.

The WHATWG has always opposed the W3C's spec. They see it as confusing to have two "official” specifications.

A lucideer 10 months ago [-]
To put a slightly different spin on the same story as perspective always colours the telling:

W3C decided to deprecate HTML in favour of XHTML. Most of the web quickly moved to XHTML. One individual (an employee at Opera,
then Mozilla, finally and currently Google) wrote an oddly influential opinion piece saying the the move to XHTML had been somehow
harmful and pushed for the major browser vendors to form a rival non-democratic standards body (WHATWG) to the W3C, which forked
and completely redefined HTML.

The W3C, which unlike the WHATWG has many voting members from many backgrounds, not all related to browser making, quite
understandably was never fully on board with the new WHATWG HTML spec efforts. However, with the level of adoption and support it
received (mainly from being the creation of the powerful browser vendors) W3C were eventually pressured into conceding to advocate for
HTML. Which they've done by maintaining a copy, rather than blindly directing people to the work by what for all intents and purposes
effectively amounts to a rival organisation, and an extremely undemocratic one at that.

As web developers, we should follow the WHATWG and ignore the W3C, because the W3C have lost the political battle for HTML and we
need to get our stuff working on browsers, all of whom follow WHATWG. But that's an unfortunately pragmatic approach that shouldn’t
amount to acceptance.

A Sharlin 10 months ago [-]
> Most of the web quickly moved to XHTML.

This simply is not true. The web moved to an XHTML-like dialect of HTML which was still served as text/html and browsers
interpreted it as "HTML soup” because actually serving pages as application/xhtml+xml| would have broken the majority of the web
because browsers would actually validate them and refuse to display a page at a// if there was even a single missing close tag.

A lucideer 10 months ago [-]
> This simply is not true. The web moved to an XHTML-like dialect of HTML

You're thinking of XHTML 1.1 or XHTML 2. That "XHTML-dialect” that everyone switched to was called "XHTML 1.0", which
allowed serving as either content type.
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display: contents;

WAL Working Draft Cey
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000 000

<div class="container"> .container {
<div class="box">Box A</div> ' s
<div class="sub-container">
<div class="box">Box B</div>
<div class="box">Box C</div>
</div>
<div class="box">Box D</div> .sub-container {

</div> display:

Box A Box B Box C Box D

Box C

WAL Working Draft Cey

as of 2019 02 01 O VISMA



INntl.RelativeTimeFormat
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00

const

rtf new Intl.Relativ
| p: “best fit®
always",

.format(-1, "day");

t(1, "day”);

~mat(2, "week");

f.format(-1, "month");

Ceé as of 2019 02 01

D VISMA



rtf.format(-1, "day");

ptf.format (1, “hour=)s;

rtf.format(-2, "week");

rtf.format(1l, "month");
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queueMicrotask()

@ Living Standard (g as of 2019 02 01 D VISMA



setTimeout(() => console.log('A"));

Promise.resolve().then(() => console.log('B'));

@ Living Standard (g as of 2019 02 01 D VISMA



Promise.resolve().then(() => {

@ Living Standard e as of 2019 02 01 D VISMA
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Resize Observer

W3C' Editor's Draft ¢ as of 2019 02 01 O VISMA
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const ro = new Hewl”erQﬁ“W
for (const change of chang
const { target, contentRec

}
715

ro.observe(someElement);
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Class fields

¢ as of 2019 02 01
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ES2015

class Counter {

N1

or() {

J

Public field

class Counter {

as of 2019 02 01

Private field

class Counter {
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class Counter {

const counter = new C

as of 2019 02 01
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RegExp Named Capture
GGroups

1§ Stage 4 COG > 25020190201 O VISMA



const regex = /(\d{4})-(\d{2})-(\d{2})/;
const result = regex.exec('2015-01-02");

const regex = /(?<year>\d{4})-(?<month>\d{2})-(?<day>\d{2})/;
const result = re.exec('2015-01-02");

3 Stage 4 - as of 2019 02 01 D VISMA




prefers-color-scheme
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@media (prefers-color-scheme: light) {
.themed {

Lorem ipsum

dolor sit amet, consectetur adipiscing elit. Mauris eget odio

nd: white;
black;

}
}

orci. Pellentesque sed rhoncus augue. Etiam ac luctus elit.
Maecenas a pretium augue. Nam sit amet venenatis quam.
Vivamus auctor, nunc quis tincidunt pellentesque, nulla nisl
pulvinar mauris, at cursus est lacus at leo...

@media (prefers-color-scheme: dark) {
.themed {

1: black;
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Picture-in-Picture
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<video id="videoEl" src="https://url.to.a.video"></video>
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Z _browser_adapter";
% Adapter} from './generic
°
in core';
name =
(9]
— .-
: boolean { S [
string): D S
Property( § = : = B
DomAdapter()); } has %8 @anqular;
DomAdapter( Browser el 8 b bal as global}
, 19 X
makeCurrent() { setRpot cla = 93 mon'; import {eqlo
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ter parse( String) ‘class® % g parseCookieValue}
GenericBrowserDomAda ‘'class': & —\ {eparseCookieValue

BrowserDomAdapter ‘class':
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