OASIS Election and Voter Services Technical Committee: Meeting 12 December 2002

Attendees: 
John Borras (JB) (Chairman) UK e-Envoy, Gregg McGilvray (GM) Election.com, Karl Best (KB) OASIS.
Phone: 
Farah Ahmed (FA) (Secretary) UK e-Envoy, John Ross (JR) UK e-Envoy, Bruce Elton (BE) Oracle UK, Paul Spencer (PS) UK e-Envoy, Hans von Spakovsky (HVS) US Federal Justice Dept, Naz Mulla (NM) Oracle UK, Scott Axworthy (SA) VoteHere, Tom Thomas (TT) VoteHere.
Apologies:  John Stevens (JS) British Telecom.
1. Minutes of the last meeting and actions arising

JB is awaiting a response from Stuart Valentine regarding potential testing in the United States.  Action: JB to follow up.

FA has received no IPR declarations.  Action: If any member has any interests to declare could they please let Farah Ahmed know so that the TC web-page can be updated.

JB has emailed Niten Malik (NM) regarding the views expressed at the last TC meeting in light of the comments suggested.  JB has received no response as yet.  The TC is therefore to assume that NM is satisfied with the TC’s feedback.

JB is awaiting a response from Angus Ward regarding the Dutch pilots.  Action: JB to follow up.

JB is to contact Mike Hogan from the US Election Assistance Commission about their involvement in the TC.  Action: JB to report back.

2. EML Version 3 – Draft

The Version 3 of EML has been updated to conform to the new OASIS documentation standard.  Action:  FA will merge the two volumes into one in time for the publishing of EML Version 3.

JB went through the major changes made for Version 3.  The changes are (paragraphs b to j) a result of consultation with UK election experts and officials.  The changes that have been incorporated into the new version are believed to be necessary for the UK elections and are not just UK specific:

a) Data requirements diagrams - It was decided to remove the data-requirements diagrams because they were getting too large to handle.  The data described in these diagrams can now be found in the schema diagrams.  Action:  FA to create a data dictionary for the final version.

b) Addition of proxy voting - The ability to have different voting times for different voting channels at the ballot and postal voting end of the process.  JB stated that this was of particular necessity to the local council elections as the changes addresses proxy votes at a local election level.  HVS added that proxy voting does not apply to the USA. Action:  All to comment and/or suggest additions to this aspect so that the feedback can be fed into the next version of EML.  

c)  Ability to have different voting times for different voting channels - It was agreed that this is an international requirement.

d)  An Event qualifier which allows an election event to be narrowed down - PS expanded on this by saying that each local authority election was a separate election event and there was a need to bring all these events together.

e) More information on candidates as well as the addition of candidate’s agents - The TC asked for a definition of an Agent.  PS said that the definition was ‘A person who acts on behalf of the candidate’.  The US equivalent is known as a campaign manager.

f)  Multiple levels of Polling Place - PS said that this was needed to describe different parts of buildings and rooms where the voting takes place.  JB said that this gives everyone more flexibility.

g)  Every message now has a transaction ID - PS said that this was attracting a lot of attention by suppliers.  It was decided then to enable more flexibility and introduce various ID’s for transaction messages.

h)  Election Event has more dates - This was necessary for the UK local elections.  This schema allows for various kinds of dates such as a start, end or single date.

i)  Ability for candidates to accept the nomination - PS said that this was required in the UK local elections as a list of rejected and accepted nominations was needed.  This did not necessarily take place at the same time, so it was altered to allow the ability of different times if necessary.

j)  Election List now enables voters to be blocked.  HVS informed the TC that the US had problems of repeated voting in the last elections.  JB said that this schema now allows the system to know who has already voted.

JB said that the final version of EML Version 3 will be put out for the TC vote and that anything which is flagged up between now and then will be incorporated into the following version.

JB enquired about the status of the Time-map schema.  JR said that a new Digital Signature TC had just recently been set up and that it would be approximately six months before anything can be referenced from them.  It was confirmed that this TC would therefore base its work on the current schema as it conforms to RFC31.  JR noted that the changes in the future version would be minimal because it already conforms to an up-to-date global standard.


3. Testing – Progress Report From Members

JB gave an overview of the plans for the UK Local Authority elections being held.  Also information about the Swiss Cantons, the feedback from the Swiss government regarding the use of EML has been very positive.  Action:  JB to follow up.

JB to talk to Carol Paquette about e-voting for overseas US personnel (SERVE) project.  Post meeting note:  JB met Carol Paquette and some of her project team after the TC meeting.  They agreed that they could use some of the EML Schemas but not all.  A further meeting has been arranged for early Feb 03 to discuss precise requirements and possible additions to EML.

GG  wanted to know about the use of sub-schemas.  PS said that EML allows flexibility and that there is an allowance for additional constraints to be incorporated.  Action:  FA to send GG information about UK Localisation.
 
KB confirmed that there has to be at least three test cases, each by different companies before the standard can be put forward for OASIS adoption.

4. Conformance Testing

JB confirmed that there had been a number of enquiries regarding conformance testing from UK suppliers as well as from Europe.  JB asked the TC as to how it should approach this testing.  There is currently no testing planned, but the OeE have had a number of prospective propositions.

TT said that it has been a legal requirement in the US since the 1990’s, to have any voting equipment tested.  The supplier pays for the test themselves, despite the process costing hundreds of thousands of US dollars.  JB said that it would be even more expensive if the testing would have to be completed on localised EML.

BE said that he was unsure, but it might be worthwhile to consider testing to be applied to the general standards of EML.  BE suggested ‘confidence tests’ on standard test files, but added that it is too early to do anything now.  HVS said that election officials do not always have the expertise or skills to test a system.  However IEEE does have a committee for testing e-standards and perhaps they could be of some use to the TC.  Action:  JB to talk to IEEE and develop a statement for the TC to adopt concerning this aspect.


5. Council Of Europe Engagement

JB gave an overview of the recent conference attended by the Council of Europe.  JB was pleased to report that there will be a recommendation to Ministers from the Council are to order a directive for their countries to use EML in future e-elections.  This will start moving in the beginning of 2003.  

The TC was happy for JB to continue as a liaison between itself and the Council.  JB noted that this liaison will open the door for EML to be used in the European Parliamentary Elections.

6. AOB

None.

7. Dates and locations of future meetings

To be confirmed (approximately in February/March).
