Core Requirements and Testing Teleconference
May 19, 2005-05-23

Participants: A. Eustis, A. Goldfine, S. Laskowski, D. Schutzer

Eustis covered administrative updates. The next TGDC meeting is scheduled for September 29, 2005 at the NIST facility in Boulder. Details on hotel reservations et al will be forthcoming. A quorum of the TGDC membership has indicated they are currently planning on attending.

Eustis updated status of Version 1 of the VVSG- delivered May 9, 2005 to the TGDC. EAC has asked for some time to review the document before it (or a variation thereof) is posted on the EAC web site.  HAVA requires the EAC’s recommendations to be published in the Federal Register which begins the public comment period.

NIST received a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request for the document from the Electronic Privacy Information Center (EPIC) for the document delivered to the EAC on May 9, 2005.
Goldfine noted that a possible point of contention is the fate of original TGDC/NIST document versus document put forward by EAC for public comment. Is there a legal requirement that the original document delivered to the EAC be posted publicly (on NIST web space) separate from EAC posting of a modified document for public comment. The question for general counsel is the legal standing of the TGDC document delivered to the EAC.

GC at EAC is looking at the security and accessibility sections of the document to determine whether some “shalls” might be changed to “shoulds”. Issues include VVPAT and dual audio/video (synchronized) ballots. In addition, the glossary will have some updates as well.
The Federal Advisory Committee Act does not require the document to be posted on the internet although the law “encourages” public posting. Goldfine pointed out the need to determine the authoritative status of the TGDC vis a vis the EAC under HAVA.
Eustis/Goldfine covered the NIST preliminary planning for VVSG2. We have a rough draft of VVSG2 which was made available at the April TGDC meeting. Do we start with his document or VVSG Version 1 or VSS2002 as a template?

We had a NIST 5/13 voting team meeting where we “brain stormed” a starting point for VVSG2. The group discussed possibilities of starting with the 8 functional principles, the process model, or some other combination thereof. No decision was made.

We hope to resolve a starting point in the next week or so. We also need a mode of operation for developing version 2. NIST needs to determine how to use information developed on Accumulate and Count by Flater as well as information in the disposition tables.

Goldfine updated his work on “research papers”. One is a standards maintenance document as spelled out in TGDC resolution #31. The other pertains to resolution 32 and deals with the sharing of information and de-qualification of voting systems.  The maintenance document is farther along and has been sent to the CRT group for comment. 

It is not clear how the EAC will deal with the “research papers and whether they will accept any recommendations contained therein.

Flater is working on eleaborating his papers. 

Schutzer noted that a good first step would be to refine the framework for Version 2. When and if we re-organize version 2 , we should think more carefully about organizing along the functional requirements.

Goldfine noted that the original thinking was that, unlike version 1, VVSG2 was going to be a total re-write of the standard. There are good arguments for all the proposed approaches to the organizational structure of VVSG2.
June 9th is the next scheduled CRT conference call. Goldfine took the action to update CRT  via e-mail on the status of Version 2 after the next voting team meeting on 5/25.
Obviously some requirements will carry forward into VVSG version 2 but an outline has to be determined into which the requirements will fit.

Schutzer noted that there are a number of activities going on within the EAC on which analysis papers might touch (i.e. best practices). Some of this is not communicated to the TGDC. It would be helpful to get a communication channel with the TGDC see where the most value could be added. Some of the most serious issues around the elections are not being addressed by the specifications- for example lack of coordination and information sharing between different municipalities. There is no good process flow from registration through post election. Yet, technology offers the potential here to improve these deficiencies. Research papers could address some of these issues.  The TGDC represents a collection of groups with unique technical expertise that could contribute here.  
 The NIST relationship with the EAC is formal. However, TGDC could make a recommendation to the EAC to look at these issues and a higher strategy towards dealing with needed research/analysis papers. We could use background from EAC. Hratch would be the one to deliver a recommendation.
Goldfine will explore putting such a strategy on the table at the next voting team meeting. He will send out first draft of the sharing information/de-qualification paper for comment in the near future as well.

Meeting adjourned at 11:05 am. 

