COMMENT #1 ON FEC 2002 VSS ON VISUAL IMPAIRMENT ACCESSIBILITY:

There seems to be a glaring oversight in the 2002 FEC standard in addressing systems that are supposedly used to satisfied Section 508 and also HAVA requirements.

Page 2-13, there is a special section on DRE system (2.2.7.2 DRE Standards) with “electronic image displays”:

“e.
For electronic image displays, permit the voter to:

1) Adjust the contrast settings;

2) Adjust color settings, when color is used; and

3) Adjust the size of the text so that the height of capital letters varies over a range of 3 to 6.3 millimeters;”

The intent I suppose is to provide these voters with weaker sight and color blindness or tunnel vision an ABILITY to use the system to vote independently without resorting to the use of headphone.

This is later “explained” further in the “Technical Guide #1” on “FEC VSS Volume I Section 2.2.7.2 Color and Contrast Adjustment”

The requirement of “e” is grouped under “a” with detailed “Design Options”.

If there is an “a” section on touch-screen (or electronic image displays) voting system, one would expect that there must be other similar standards to ensure that they also provide the similar accessibility to the voter of various degree of sight impairment. There is no “b” section to be found.

Under “TITLE III” OF “UNIFORM AND NONDISCRIMINATORY ELECTION TECHNOLOGY AND ADMINISTRATION REQUIREMENTS”, “Subtitle A, Section, 301, (a) Requirements, (3):

“Accessibility for individuals with disabilities.—The voting system shall—

(A) be accessible for individuals with disabilities, including nonvisual accessibility for the blind and visually impaired, in a manner that provides the same opportunity for access and participation (including privacy and independence) as for other voters;

(B) satisfy the requirement of subparagraph (A) through the use of at least one direct recording electronic voting system or other voting system equipped for individuals with disabilities at each polling place; and

(C) if purchased with funds made available under title II on or after January 1, 2007, meet the voting systems for disability access (as outlined in this paragraph).”

There is a definite disconnect here for the standard that supposedly covered DRE systems that provides a specification meeting this intent of the Federal Law. DRE with electronic displays are prescribed to meet both the letters and intents of the laws. It is gratifying.

However, because of the common believe that all direct recording electronic voting systems are the same (because of the common usage of the term), one should expect the same ACCESSIBILITY provisions on all other types of DRE. 

For example, there is a template-overlay direct recording electronic voting system and including touchscreen system as well that are described in “f” on page 2-13 of FEC VSS, the system goes on to specify that:

1) Be tactilely discernible without activating the controls or keys;

2) Be operatable with one hand and not require tight grasping, pinching, or twisting of the wrist;

3) Require a force less than 5 lbs (22.2 N) to operate; and

4) Provide no key repeat function;”

The detailed “Guidelines” and “Design Options” as provided for DRE that has “electronic display” to provide the accessibility to visually impaired voters seems not needed for these systems with template only rather than electronic display.

Question is whether such system should be considered accessible under the HAVA or Section 508? 

If “direct recording electronic system” wording used in HAVA intended to provide FULL ACCESSIBILITY, then there should be further specification on such template display system to achieve that kinds of accessibility for:

· Voters with weaker eyesight that requires expansion of the font size from 3 mm to 6.3 mm.

· Voters with tunnel vision that requires “same font size” through out”.

· Voters with color or other contrast distinguishing problem with different choice of contrast and color.

That is, where is section “b” in the “Technical Guide #1”?

May be we can add a new “rider” to the specification”


“For the system to meet the accessibility requirements of HAVA and Section 508, the systems must satisfy the specifications as outline in ‘Technical Guide #1’”

I hope the above “oversight” in FEC 2002 VSS can be corrected in the new EAC VSS.

I also hope that EAC will provide guidelines as to how to provide the accessibility as intended in HAVA under the current FEC 2002 VSS.

Sincerely yours,

Kevin Chung, Ph.D., CEO; AVANTE International Technology, Inc.
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