Auditability Working Group

Minutes – 7/28/10

Present:

David Flater (NIST)

Karen Yavetz (NIST)

Marty Herman (NIST)

Sharon Laskowski (NIST)

Jessica Myers (EAC)

Diane Golden (TGDC)

Ann McGeehan (TGDC)

Topics Discussed:

· A draft definition that was circulated.  This definition went through the characteristics of what an auditable system should have.  Can we write a definition that says “and auditable system must, at a minimum, have “X”.  What would “X” be?  Voter verifiability? 
· Creating this type of definition led us to some deadlock prior to the July meeting.  Based on the recent resolution from that meeting, we will also need to focus on what we plan to do in terms of requirements.

· The task for this WG: draft a definition of auditability, then also describe the characteristics it would possess – whether we want to list desirable characteristics, minimum characteristics, etc.  That’s the choice of this WG.

· The goal is to come up with a single definition of auditability.  If a single definition doesn’t make sense, we can perhaps come up with several definitions.  For instance, we could come up with two different definitions, present these to the full committee, and then reach our decision.

· The stumbling block in this seems to be voter verification, in particular, what you do with that voter verification if it’s a secondary ballot.  We don’t want to draft a definition that’s too vague.  If we can’t come to agreement, and the full TGDC can’t, do we punt this to the EAC for a decision?  

· We were also asked to evaluate SI and the strengths and weaknesses.  In the process of doing that, we can definitely include additional background information.  And we can mention “in order to have ‘X’ you have to give up ‘Y’, etc.” We can discuss the trade-offs, advantages and disadvantages, etc.

· It would be nice if we could come up with Recommendation A and Recommendation B.  Since the TGDC represents a diverse constituency, it would be helpful for the EAC to understand where each constituency stands.

· It would also be helpful if we lay out Alternatives A and B, and then come up with some sort of policy paper that lists the advantages/disadvantages/impacts of different systems.  For example, what are the advantages of having a strict voter verification system?  What are the risks of NOT having a strict voter verification system, etc.  

· Recent EAC Standards Board resolutions -- they are also interested in seeing alternatives to SI.  

· Next call will be August 11th at 1:30 PM – if scheduling problems arise with this date we will move it to the Friday of that week.  

· Meeting adjourned at 2:00 PM

