
























moving to xhtml 

Validation: it's not just for HfMl 
We're totally up 

.!\fter Chapler 6, you're an expcn a t using me vV3C val ida tor, and you' ll 
find the validator is up 1O date and ready to validate your X HT\1L. You 
do LiUll in exactly the same way that you validated HT1VfL. 

on the new XHTML 
standards and ready to 

enforce them. 

Till. is ..... WJC MM:"I' VOI!tU1iotl S. NfC*, A rrn W.b 
HTMi. and XHTI.IL bi""""",,".-r.ctt II;) W3C 
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Validate Vour)larkup 
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DUmb Q..uestl9ns 
Q: How does the validator know whether 
I'm validating HTML or XHTML? After all, this 
is the same page I used for HTML. 

A: The validator looks at your DOCTYPE 
declaration, which states that the document is 
either XHTML Transitional or XHTML Sirict, and 
that's what it bases its validation on. 

qo *" a,d ,;theY fasU 
;, Y"""Y Nil..., vfload ;t., "'" l"';,t th, 
vahdak *" yow URI.... 

Th, val;dak w;1I thetk 
YOVY Nil... a,d YefOyt 
that: i.fs valid, or 

a,y eYYO" *" yov. ) 

f1 f1 110'111, fQ< "_:/IF .... Svbon,._ · MOl,." V<l."_ 

Vi!/:; Markup Validation 

File: ... I:wT>_ 
Encoding: 

Ot>CIy.,.: XtlTM\. 1.0 S:nct 

Root Nlme'pae.: h;!PftWWW.w3.o'9i1999t.<llunl 

TipOlThltO..,: ......... : tn. mo. I....,""nl tIIomenlO' . quality Web 

TIlt COCu",",nt "lJp\oed'J/FQtm Submi.,\M" n os _0<1 and IOund iO be va&<! 
XMTM.. 1,0 S1Iiel Th:. moan. ""t IIICI .. _ rca in question itMll at · XHTMl. 1 ,0 
S1IiCl" '!h.t w& , """ ... r.. lly por1ormed • Iormal ".I;c.tion ... oing an SGML 0< XML Parw 
(do!*\din g Ill. tnaJl<up UHd). 

W3: 
MTII.!. you could ...... to adcI <hi, 10 )'OUrWet> page: 

f you liklo. yGiJ con oownl .. l d a copy c! ItIis i_go (in PNG 0<' G:F IOmla!) 10 keop in your 1",," 1 
wob direeto<y, Md enanga '!hI MTML Iragmon, above to nrl.,.nce)'OlJ' 1000000Ir'I'\IIge "'tOer 
""n IIICI ""f on ttIi. """Of. 
I)IOUYHCSS in _ "*''''''''''' WJC CSS 
Va(M);.ton Servt:e. 
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You didn't th ink we'd let you off the hook 
without validating your XHTML did you? 
Val idate the "Iounge.html" file in the 
"chapter7/lounge" folder, and the 
"journal.html" file in the "chapter7/journall" 
fo lder (the one you turned into XHTML a 
couple of pages ago) at the W3C. If you 
see any errors, check your typing, get 
them fixed , and try again . 

Congratulations, 
You've just written 
your ftrst XIITML! 

You've done it: you 've trans iLioned 
your HTML over to XHTM L. Wh ile 

your markup doesn't look much different, 
there's a whole new set of poss ibilities 
coming clmvn the road lor Xl-1'l'l\ IIL 
docu1l1cnrs. And, even bettet; you've 

adopted a whole technology that isn't tha t 
much cl ilTerent from what you already know. Now's 
the time you ca n go tell aU your fr iends you 're already 
using X HT IvlL (we won't tell them there isn't much of a 
difference between HT1\l[L and X HT:VIL ir YO LI don' l). 

Oh, and if we haven't sa id so already, X I-IT'ML is jusl 
as compatible with CSS fix styli ng, and you're jusl a few 

pages from adding your fi rst style lo an XHTNIL page. 



I 

XHTML sounds like a 
good th ing. I s it really 
ready for prime time? 

moving to xhtml 

X HT :VIL does seem li ke a good thing, and moving from HT'\ IL 4.0 1 
Stricl is almost trivial , so, why 1100juSt go fill" it? But, before YO LI do, you 
should know that XHTJVfL is still a li llIe ahead of the curve in terms of 
browser suppOrt. So, while you cal/. usc XHT\1L today, there are a few 
issues you need to keep in m ind. 

Right now the biggest problem you're going to encoumcr is that while 
you might be using XHTl\IrT " some brO\vsers a rc slill going Lo treal your 
pages as HT~II L. In most cases, this is fi ne, because X I-ITM L is designed 
to be backwards compatible with HT 1VIL. Ho\Vevel~ in the worst case, a 
browser may display your XHT1VIL in the dreaded qu irks mode (look 
back a t Chapter 6 if you've forgoucn about quirks mode), so you could 
get some inconsistent display of your XHTML. \Vhat (0 do? "Vell, the 
best you can do right now is test your X HTML in a variet), of browsers 
10 make sure th ings are working as you expect 

If browsers are 
just going to treat 

my XHTML like HTML, 
t hen why should I bother 

writing XHTMLJ Seems 
like a waste of time 

t o me. 

T 1 really comes down to whether or no t the X~1L benefits 
of XHTML are mcaninghtl to you. l f they are, you 
can start using XH T.M L today - just be diligent aboUl 
validating so that in the fu ture, when real, stricl XHTML 
browsers emerge, your pages will play well wi th them. 
(Because XHT~ffL browsers arc strict, they won't accept 
invalid XH T ML.) 

HTM L has a long li fe ahead of it, so if you don't have 
a good reason to swi tch, you Can stick with HTN[L for a 
whi le. And, if you use HTlVlL 4.0 1 Strict and validate 
your pages, you'll be ready LO switch to XHTi\IIL at a 
momcnt's notice. 

you are here' 279 



html versus xhtml 

Fireside Chats 
~->=a .~ 
\~ ~r[J 

Tonight's talk: HTML and XHTML 
ask for your support. 

HTML 

I'm certainly glad La have the opportunity to 
persuade you to stick wiLh me: HTML 4.0 I. I'm 
going to be around a long time, have no worries 
Lhere. 

There's really just not enough difference between 
you and me for pcople to really carc. I mean, 4.0 I 
is exactly the same as XHTML 1.0. 

And right now, d1at and a quarter won't 
even get you a cup of coffee. 

That's the probleln : YOLI think everyone wallis to 

have applications using XHT:tvfL, or d1at everyone 
is creating \IVeb sites for mobile devices. Some 
people just wanna make good Web sites. Why are 
you asking them to go through all ,his pain? 
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XHTML 

HTML, face it, you're yesterday's news. The 
standards guys have already moved all. I'm 
the future. Anyone wilh their head on straight 
should be moving to XHTML. 

Hm,,' can you say we're the same? You're 
HTML; I'm XML. 

Ah, but juSL wait. The number of devices that 
read XHTML is increasing every day. And 
there are a lot of applications out there that 
are gearing up to use XHTML. 

\IVeli thaes just it - there really is no pain. 
If you're already using HTML 4.0 1, then 
XH TML is just a hop, skip, and jump away. 
All you have to do is change your DOCTYPE, 
and add a couple of attributes to your <html> 
element. So, whaL's the big deal? Why not have 
the latest and greatest with just a few minutes 
work? 



HTML 

You're forgetting a few of the downsides. A lot 
of browsers don't handle XHTML very well. In 
fact, they just see it as HTJVIL. So you do all that 
,""ark and then you're jusl fooling yourself that your 
XHTML is somehow different. 

But what's the point? If your XHTML is just 
considered HTML by a browse]; then it's just 
HTML! 

T his is all great, but T keep saying people just don't 
carc. I'm already good enough for then1. Lots of 
people have no need for XML. 

O kay; let's say you're right, and XHTML is going 
to be the way of the future. Fine. But as you also 
said, XHTML is just a hop, skip, and ajump away. 

o. my users can just wait until XHTML gets here, 
and they can hop, skip, and jump then. 

I think you mean "You can lead a horse to 
warel: .. " 

moving to xhtml 

XHTML 

Hey, that's a good thing. The designers of 
XHT ML knew that not all browsers would 
support XHTML, so they made it backwards 
compatible. Tn other words, you can move to 
XHTML loday, and still have it all work even 
on older brO\·vsers. 

Ah, but that's changing; morc and more 
support for XHTl'vlL is arriving every day. So, 
T say, go ahead and change over. T t's easy, and 
when the new brmvscrs and devices get here, 
you'll be ready wilhout even trying. 

You can't envision all the ways XHTI'v1 L is 
going to be used in the fUl ure. XHTML is the 
way, and by moving to XI-ITl\i[L now, you 'U be 
ready. 

\IVhat's that saying? "You can't teach an old 
dog a new trick?" 
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HfMl or XHfMl? fhe choice is yours ... 
Do any ofthe advantages ofXHTML matter to you? Are you 
translating existing XML into HTM L for the Web? Are you working 
on pages that you need to display well on mobile devices? Are some 
of the newer XHTML technologies going to be important to you in the 
near future? Or, do you just want to be on the cutting edge? Well, we 
have good news: you can move to XHTM L today. All it will cost you 

is a new DOCTYPE and some minor changes 10 a couple of tags . 
..... 0' Now, not every browser will give you credit for moving 

1 ; ":-"- to XHTML, but sooner or later they will have to, and, 
" until they do, your pages will d isplay just fine because 

the browser will treat them as HTML (although, don 't forget 
the caveat we already mentioned). So, bon voyage, and enjoy your 

journey to XHTML. 

None of that is important to you? You're mainly concerned with 
making great Web pages? We have good news for you, too: you can 
easily stick with HTML 4.0 1 Strict and reap all the rewards of using 
the browser's current choice of languages. And, should you ever fee l 
the need to upgrade to XHTML, then you can follow the three-step 
program outlined in this chapter to get you there. 

So, no matter what your choice is, you've made an excellent one, 
and we wish you the best. That said, the differences between HTML 
and XHTM L are really minimal, so why not go ahead and move to 
XHTML? We have, and in the rest of this book we' ll be usingXHTML 
1.0. It; for some reason, you need to stick with HTM L 4.01 , that's fine. 
And in fact, since they really are basically the same, you'll have no 
problems with the rest of the book. JuSl make sure you're using the 
right DOCTYFE for whichever version you 're Llsing. 


