ES&S Comments on the Draft Interim Conformance Clause for the 2002 Voting Systems Standards (VSS)

	Reference  
	Comment

	General comment.
	Consider the implementation of a test evaluation model that allows for degrees of conformance of the testable requirements based on their relative impact and severity.  Such a model will allow for a good, better, and best type of rating.  In some cases, jurisdictions may find that levels of conformance on certain requirements may be adequate and sufficient for their purposes, while on other criteria, higher levels of conformance are desired.  Rather than the traditional pass/fail approach for all compliance points relative to the examination, the evaluation process should allow for a degree of latitude in some of the test areas wherein a variable or stepped rating system would provide greater and more useful information for election system purchasers and jurisdictions.



	General comment.
	It is understood that standards and guidelines don’t stand still.   Standards undergo interpretations, corrections, and enhancements over time as areas of deficiency and applicability are identified by vendors, VSTLs, and Voting officials, and as the standards are applied to the development, qualification, and certification activities.  It is imperative the Compliance Conformance Model provide adequate modification release provisions that allow vendors adequate time to react to the changing requirements, while also allowing systems to be qualified to the previously understood and defined standards and guidelines.  This support would allow a continuous and improvement approach to timely systems implemented in the field.  No provision allowing qualification for such timed, dated and version managed standards will prevent better systems from reaching the market, as vendors chase a moving target, prevented from successfully achieving a qualification under any standard as the requirements continually get updated. 




