OASIS Election and Voter Services Technical Committee: 
Meeting 06 March 2003
Attendees: 

London:  John Borras (JB) (Chairman) UK e-Envoy, Farah Ahmed (FA) (Secretary) UK e-Envoy, Paul Spencer (PS) UK e-Envoy.
Phone: 
John Ross (JR) UK e-Envoy, John Hornbaker (JH) Votehere, Hans von Spakovsky (HVS) US Federal Justice Dept, Bruce Elton (BE) Oracle UK, Tim Bovee (TB) Associated Press.
1. Minutes of the last meeting and actions arising

JB reported that Stuart Valentine has left the Indiana Electoral Commission.  FA is waiting to hear back from the IEC regarding a replacement.

There has been no update from Angus Ward regarding the Dutch pilots, although Holland is a party to the Council of Europe discussions.

JB has been in contact with Mike Hogan (SERVE Project USA).  SERVE are willing to use EML in the future, but their immediate plans are to write their own schemas in time for the USA Primaries (end of this year).  JB believes that SERVE still has the opportunity to use EML and he is continuing discussions with the project team.  Action: HVS to report back on the SERVE presentation scheduled for later this month.

JB has received positive feedback from the Swiss Cantons and is pursuing the requirements for referenda in the Geneva Canton.

The IEEE’s committee to explore voting standards (http://grouper.ieee.org/groups/scc38/1622/) was discussed, and whether it is specifically focused electronic data interchange (EDI) or not.  JH said, from a supplier’s perspective, having two standards increases work-load and inevitably confusion.  JR questioned the definition of EDI, and believed that IEEE is taking a general stance on the standard, aimed solely at kiosk technology.  However if IEEE are aiming for a specific encoding scheme, then this TC should be concerned.  JH believed the adoption of another standard would be slow, bearing in mind the US e-voting system qualification process is already lengthy.  
Action:  JB to clarify IEEE’s position.
 
2. EML Version 3.0 and plans for version 4

Adoption of EML Version 3.0 was approved (13 voted ‘Yes’ out of 19, the remainder did not vote).  

JH expressed his concerns over the roll-out of further versions, especially as the changes in EML Version 3 were specifically based upon the need for changes in line with the UK local elections in May 2003.

The use of an ‘internal working draft’ was discussed as one option, whereas the working draft would incorporate all additions from future pilots, and a version would be produced biannually.  This approach would be valuable for suppliers (as it provides space to incorporate specific ‘customer’ needs), and for specific projects such as SERVE.  PS suspected that this would produce multiple versions that would run parallel to each other.  

Developments from the Council of Europe will be incorporated into the next version (or next working draft). 

Action: JB to follow up on Election.com’s work concerning referenda in Australia.


3. Data Dictionary

JB questioned whether the data dictionary, in its current state, was too detailed or not detailed enough.  HVS said that this would be very valuable for the ‘carrying out’ aspect of the election process.

An OASIS technical committee has been started to develop and define timestamp schema.  The Data Dictionary will be able to exclude Timestamp schema references.

PS agreed that the Data Dictionary was valuable, but urged caution as some schema terms are easier to define than others.  Action: TC for feedback on the Data Dictionary within two weeks.

4. Testing – Progress Report From Members

UK pilots in May remain on schedule.  Votehere have recently had experience using EML on different systems/channels.  JH explained vendors do not work on the same level, and therefore their systems do not integrate fully, more-so when cryptography is applied.

It was agreed that in most cases ‘EML does not guarantee interoperability’.  JR added that interfaces are proprietary, and security solutions are never uniform.  These issues fall under ‘best practice guidelines’.  

The TC needs examine if there are any interface points missing in EML, and whether the standards which are being created are for the right interfaces.  
 

5. Liaison With The Council Of Europe

The Council of Europe have set up a technical sub-committee which will be examining the use of EML and relaying feedback to this TC.

There has been immediate feedback from the Balkan states.  They are looking to cross refer/check candidates in the European Elections.  This is similar to the cross refer/check already defined for voters.  Action: JB to report back.


6. AOB

HVS informed the committee that the Californian Secretary of State has set up a task force, directed by a Stanford University professor.  This task force is to look into how to tell if the software is recording votes correctly.  Action: JB to contact this task force to discuss how OASIS EML work has resolved this.

HVS also suggested that JB contact Penelope Bonsell in her new role at the Office of Electoral Administration.

7. Dates and locations of future meetings

To be confirmed.  Approximate date is likely to be after the UK pilots in May 2003.
Farah Ahmed, Office of the e-Envoy
