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PROCEEDI NGS

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: Good norning. Let's get
started. M name is Mark Kyle. 1'mthe Chair of the
Voting Systens and Procedures Panel. W'I| start the
neeting today on Septenber 9th, 2004. Welcone, everyone
who' s here.

And, first of all, let's deal with the agenda
item The previous agenda that had been posted was for
Septenber 9th, with Avante as a first agenda item
El ection Systens and Software, second; other business is
third. And M. Wagaman, our staff, indicates that Avante
made a request to postpone -- to roll it over to Cctober
5th. And will that conply with any kind of Novenber 2nd
needs that we m ght have?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: Avante i s not
currently used in any California counties, so therefore it
woul dn't affect anything for the Novenber el ection.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: So Cctober 5th is fine?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: Correct.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: We'll go ahead and do that.

M. Jefferson.

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON: My question is, do we
have to consider Avante before the election at all?

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: We do not, according to the

guestion | just asked.
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PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON: | was thinking we m ght
be revising our own certification procedures anyway, and
we m ght want to include Avante under themat a |ater date
even than Cctober 5th.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: Sure.

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON: So basically mnim zing
our work for the election and postponing things not
relevant to the election, is what | was thinking.

CHAlI RPERSON KYLE: Okay.

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: | can work on the
agenda or the schedule with the vendor after the neeting.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: That's a good suggestion

M. Jefferson, so we can concentrate on Novenber.

Al right. W have everyone here, | believe,
with the exception of Debrah Jones, who is out ill today.
So we have a quorum and we will proceed.

I'"d like to go to the Election Systens and
Software presentation. M. Waganan, you have the fl oor.

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: Thank you, M. Chair
The application before you is fromElection Systenms and
Software. It consists of four system conponents, all of
whi ch have been previously certified at one point in the
st at e.

The first is Unity Version 2.4.3. Unity is the

vendor's el ecti on managenent software package. It's an
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upgrade fromthe currently certified Version 2.2. Unity
is actually a software -- a suite of programs. It's not
one single program

The foll owi ng subconponents were part of state
testing and, therefore, a part of the certification
application before you: Audit Manager 7.2.1.0; EDM
7.2.1.0; ESSIM7.2.0.0; HPM 5.0.3.0; and ERM 6. 4. 3. 0.

Those different conponents either serve different
functions or different parts of the vendor's suite of
voting systens they support. So some may support certain
scanners, while other ones support different scanners.
Some of them may work ballot |ayout, while other ones do
tabulation. |If you want to go into detail about that
after the staff report, |1'd be happy to. | have a vendor
here as well to help with that.

The changes to the Unity package fall into three
broad categories. The first is added functionality, a
couple of which are of note. One is support for the
California Primary. They increase the nunber of ball ot
styl es the system can support. Obviously, with the
crossover voting in the California Primary, the nunber of
ball ot styles increases. Support for larger elections,
| arger ballots, and addi ng an absentee ballot cast field
onto the California Statenent of Vote Report the system

gener at es.
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There is also a series of anomaly fixes. The one
of note, this systemwas originally qualified with a NASED
nunmber issued on Version 2.4.2. State testing comrenced
with that version.

During state testing, an anomaly was found where
with very long ballots with a lot of different races on
them the systemwould, after a certain nunmber of
contests, skip and take the data that was in one colum

and nove it up to a second colum. But the program was

still looking for it in that first columm, so you get a
series of zeroes. The machine -- the scanners thensel ves
were counting the ballots correctly. It was the

transition over to the central tabulation where after you
hit a certain contest nunmber X, all the results below it
woul d be inaccurate.

So that was found during state testing, which
forced the vendor to go back and make a software change
and go back and go through the federal process and cone
back and go through the state process again.

The third category of changes were changes
related to FEC 2002 coding standards. There's a typo in
the staff report. The testing of the changes was to the
2002 standards. Not all of the parts of the code were
reviewed to the 2002 standards. Therefore, the overal

qualification will be to the 1990 standards.
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The second conponent of the application is the

Model 100 Version 5.0.0.0. There is a picture of it on

page 5 of the consultant's report. |It's a precinct count
scanner. It includes a built-in printer to produce zero
reports, close reports, audit reports. It is programed

using a removabl e nmenory card. The results are also
stored on that card. The changes fromthe previous
version were, again, nostly added functionalities:
Supporting two-sided ballots; supporting |arger ballots
agai n; and inprovenent to the calibration system which
i ncl uded i mproved detection of attempts to falsify or
create counterfeit ballots.

The third conponent is the Mbdel 550 Version
2.1.1.0. This is a central count scanner. Again, there
is a picture on page 5 of the consultant's report. The
550 is programed using a renovabl e EPROM chip. The
results are stored on a separate renovable floppy disk
The scanner, again, includes attached printer, again,
with -- it actually has two printers attached to it. One
is a backup in case one fails. The primary change here
is, again, to support nore ballot styles, again, to
support the California Primary.

The fourth conponent is the Mddel 650 Version
1.2.0.0, again, it's a central count scanner. It |ooks

very much |ike the 550. Again, a picture on page 5 of the
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consul tant's report.

The major differences fromthe 550 that are
visible are instead of being programed using the EPROM
and the floppy disk, the programis done by renovable zip
disk. The results are stored on that same zip disk. It
al so includes a built-in hard drive which supports the
machi ne running faster, and it nakes it a little bit nore
resilient to things |like power fluctuations or other types
of problens during scanning.

Again, the primary change is supporting the increased
nunber of ballot styles for the California Prinary.

The testing status, as | noted before, Version
2.4.2 -- 2.4.2 of Unity was qualified and was issued a
NASED nunber. During state testing, an anonmaly was found.
That was changed, creating Version 2.4.3. That version
does not yet have a NASED nunber. | believe the vendor
can correct me if I"mwong, that nunber is expected in
the next couple of days. But as that number is not yet
avail able, it would be staff's recomendati on that that be
one of the conditions on certification, the issuance of
that number. There are copies of the IT reports. W do
have | ong conpletion letters in your packets.

As for state testing, we did go through two
different rounds of testing with the system one at the

vendor's facility and one here in Sacranmento. You have a
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copy on Tab 2 of your binders of the consultant's report,
a significant portion of which touches on security issues,
which I'll go into in nore detail

The security concerns raised in M. Freenan's
report ranged fromissues |ike an overenphasis on physica
over technical security and procedures, proper use of
password controls, key | ock designs, inadequate protection
scans, unauthorized software being installed. In
response, the vendors worked with the Secretary of State
staff to update their procedures.

The maj or changes in the procedures are in
Chapter 6 of both the Mdel 100 and the Mddel 550 and 650
procedures. Mst of those changes are going to be
famliar to the panel. They're very sinmlar to those the
panel required for the Diebold OS and TS systens:
Requi ri ng good physical security around the centra
tabul ati on system good password practices, increased use
of tanper-proof seals, practices to ensure that
unaut hori zed or unneeded software is not installed,
buyer's protection, firewall protections, networking
controls, including the requirenment from before that the
tally tape be printed before the nodemis used.

So those issues have been addressed to staff's
satisfaction; the security concerns that have been raised

rai sing the securities procedures to the same |evel that
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we' ve expected from ot her vendors; and, again, a
recommendati on on certifications that would include the
same | anguage we're now including with all the vendors;
that the procedures can be amended at a future date to
enhance the security, reliability, or accuracy of the
system

The current certification status issue raised in
the staff report, all these systens have been previously
certified. However, during the audit conducted previously
by R&G sonme of the version nunbers found out there we've
not been able to verify the certification status of.
Therefore, the staff reconmendation is the sanme, that,
again, was inplenented with the Diebold systemthat the
vendor -- for those systens that staff cannot verify the
certification of, the vendor woul d be required to upgrade
themto the newy certified version at their cost.

Finally, a couple of other mnor points. Review
of state and federal |aws and regulations. This system
can accommodate the California provisional requirenents.
It's done through a manual process of recreating the
bal | ot for sonebody who votes in the wong precinct. It's
not handl ed automatically by the software. And, again,
the system can support the California Primary. Sone of
the changes are specifically for that purpose.

Leading to the staff recommendation, which is
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that the panel recomends certification for ES&S Unity
2.4.3 consisting of Audit Manager 7.0.2.0, EDM 7.2.1.0,
ESSIM 7.2.0.0, HPM 5.0.3.0, and ERM 6. 4. 3. 0; and
additionally certifying Mddel 100 5.0.0, Mdel 550
2.1.1.0, and Model 650 1.2.0.0; with the follow ng
condi tions:

Vendor nust submit final reports fromthe Federa
I ndependent Testing Authorities for all system conponents
prior to their use in the California election.

Vendor must obtain and submit a copy of federa
qualification for all system conponents prior to their use
in California election.

And ES&S shall replace at its costs any system
conponent for the Model 100, Model 550, Model 650
identified by the Secretary of State's O fice as |acking
state certification in all its client jurisdictions in the
state with the certified conponents contained herein prior
to the Novenber 2004 general election.

And, again, the standard conditions that would
apply to all vendors.

Are there any questions fromthe panel? That
concl udes the staff report.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: Panel nenbers? John? Lee?

M. Jefferson.

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON: Yeah. | have sone
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10
general questions and sone security questions.

Are all of these conponents listed here actually
i ntended to be used by one of our counties? Are we being
asked to certify any systens that, in fact, would not be
rel evant to the comng el ection?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: As far as the Unity
package itself, there are other conponents that are used
to support Unity. There are other parts that are part of
that. We only test those portions that are necessary to
support those three nodels that are part of the
certification. So the certification will be limted to
t hose conponents. The Mbdel 100, the Mddel 550, and the
Mbdel 650 are all intended to be used in California.

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON: For the comng el ection?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: In a California
jurisdiction in the comng el ection

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON:. Second general question
regarding the federal qualification. So you noted that
al t hough we have I TA reports on the systens in question,
we don't actually have NASED nunbers for all of these yet?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN:. There are NASED
nunbers issued, but not for the conpl ete package, correct.

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON: The NASED nunber for the
conpl ete package hasn't been issued. So | understand your

recommendati on that they submt that federal qualification
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11
for the conpl ete package before use. But | would like to
suggest that we should put a nuch earlier deadline than
the day before the election. Wen do we expect the NASED
certificate to be issued?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: They submitted -- the
final reports went to the Technical Oversight Conmittee,
bel i eve, eight or nine days ago. They have ten days to
respond. Wth the holiday, that's going to be either
Fri day or Monday. Obviously, sonetines there are hol dups
on the federal level, so | want to give a little | eeway
fromthat. But if the panel wanted to require an earlier
date, the panel could take that action at their
di scretion.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: Let nme junp in at this point
intine.

What you just told us, Mke, is based on what?
Your conversations with the vendor, or your conversations
with the | TA?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: That's based on ny
conversations with the vendor and M. Freeman's
conversation as part of the Oversight Conmttee.

CHAlI RPERSON KYLE: M. Freeman's conversation
wi th whon®

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: He is a nenber of the

Oversight Comrittee.
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CHAI RPERSON KYLE: So your conversations with
hi m

Can | have the vendor representative conme up at
this time? Let's ask that question to the vendor

Woul d you identify yourself for the record,
pl ease.

MR. DEDIER  Sure. Lou Dedier, Vice President
and General Manager for Election Systens and Software.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: M. Dedier, would you pl ease
tell us your understanding of what the status is, in terns
of what's gone from your conpany to the ITA where the ITA
is, and what your anticipated response is?

MR. DEDI ER: The package was sent in about eight
days ago. The turnaround is ten days. W' ve been told
they anticipate Friday or Monday. The holiday was an
i ssue, because the holiday is not a workday. And we
shoul d be anticipating that. | put a call in this norning
asking for a status, but the nore calls you put in doesn't
really help. MWhat it is is their date and their tine
lines. They're not behind until Mbnday.

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON:. So ny question is, would
it be appropriate for us to say they should have a
certificate by, say, a week from tonorrow?

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: A date certain.

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON: A date certain wel

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

13
before the election.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: | think we need that. | was
goi ng to nmake the sane suggestion. It was a note | had.
And why don't we proceed with other questions and keep
that and then have a discussion as to what night be a good
date certain. And we'll want to call on the vendor, and
on your reconmendations on that, M. Wagaman.

Do you want to go to another general question?

Thank you, Lou.

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON: Then | was going to
proceed to nore detailed questions. And I'mwlling to
| et others go first.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: Okay. Tony.

PANEL MEMBER M LLER: Thank you, M. Chairperson

In your oral presentation you indicated the
standard conditions would apply. One of those standard
condi tions would be the addition of security enhancenents
to the procedures, if determ ned to be appropriate with
reasonabl e notice to the vendor and the users.

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: Correct. That's
| anguage that we've started including in all the
certifications as of last nonth that would -- not just for
security, but accuracy and reliability issues as well that
woul d all ow that amendnment to go forward wi thout a ful

heari ng.
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PANEL MEMBER M LLER: Thank you. And the other
guestion. If we were to restrict certification, inpose
one of the conditions being used at the November el ection
only or as otherw se specifically authorized by the
Secretary of State, because as M. Chairperson had
suggested, perhaps we will be changing sone of the
certification procedures post election. And so | want to
consider that option. |If we restricted it only to
Novenber, or as otherw se specifically authorized by the
Secretary of State in case of a special election, for
exanpl e, that m ght cone up, would that cause any problens
as far as you're concerned?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: My one recomendati on
woul d be that the Panel can always take whatever action it
feels is appropriate. One thing | would ask the Panel to
keep in mind is also elections that occur in 2005, which
is when | believe this process woul d be going forward,
| ocal el ections and what's the best nechanismto
acconmmodat e those el ecti ons.

PANEL MEMBER M LLER: That's why | was suggesting
the Secretary of State's specific authorization to provide
for those kinds of circunstances as a safety valve so that
there woul d be an operational system

PANEL MEMBER M LLER: Thank you, M. Chairman

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: M. M ler, good suggestion

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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I was thinking along those |ines as well

PANEL MEMBER M LLER: OF course you were.

CHAlI RPERSON KYLE: Trying to steal all the good
i deas.

Along those lines, let ne anplify on that and
then 1'Il cone back to you. Could you just list the
counties that are client counties?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: That are client
counties of ES&S or client counties affected by this
application?

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: dCient counties affected by
this application, because | think it goes to the issue of
2005.

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: The client counties |
believe to be affected by this application are Col usa,
Nevada, Stanislaus, Tuolumme, and the two new counties
addi ng the system Sol ano and Sacranento.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: Okay. And are you aware of
| ocal elections in any of those counties in 20057

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: | know some of those
do have el ections in 2005.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: And do you have any ki nd of
i dea of the dates of those el ections?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: | do not have that

information with ne.
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CHAI RPERSON KYLE: We don't know if it's March
May, June, April, January? Al right. So that's
something I'd |ike to direct you to figure out. Please
have staff figure that out working with the counti es.

Are there any county representatives from any of
t hose counties here today?

Ma' am woul d you please identify yourself. Maybe
you could just address that specific question and if you
have any other conments.

MS. LAVINE: Jill Lavine, Registrar of Sacranento
County.

At this time we have none planned, but we do have
a couple on the back burner, a library issue in May. And
we have the Arco Arena issue that has been boiling. So
we're not sure

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: So not hing, but potentially a
coupl e of things?

MS. LAVINE: Just a potential.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: Thank you.

M. Mtt-Smth.

PANEL MEMBER MOTT-SM TH: Coul d you expand a
little bit? Because | think the point that Jill is making
is that many of these counties, if not all of them
because of the filing deadlines, et cetera, won't know

whet her they have an el ection in 2005 until they actually
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approach those deadli nes.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: What woul d be your deadli ne,
Ms. Lavi ne?

MS. LAVINE: Right now-- | nmet with the library
yesterday, and they were waiting until after the Novenber
election. If that happens, their turnaround tine is one
nonth for the 88-day close the first day of Decenber so
they can get onto the ballot early in the spring. That's
what we're | ooking at.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: Okay. Thank you.

MS. LAVI NE: Thank you.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: Ms. Dani el s- Meade.

PANEL MEMBER DANI ELS- MEADE: M chael, | had a
coupl e of questions. They actually come out of the Steve
Freeman report. But one of themwas -- |I'mpretty sure
it"s in the Steve Freeman report, anyway, about rotate
issues with respect to rotation. And it had to be
manual |y done after the first rotation or sonething. |Is
there sone reason ES&S can't provide a rotation in the
system|like --

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: The California
rotation rules are probably the nost conplex in the
country.

PANEL MEMBER DANI ELS- MEADE: |'m aware of that.

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN:  The automatic system
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is designed to acconmodate rul es that are used nore
commonly in other states, and is not designed to
accommodate the California rotation rules. It can
accommodat e t hrough a manual process, but it's not
designed to be an automatic process.

PANEL MEMBER DANI ELS- MEADE: |s that sonething
they anticipate doing, do you know?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: | woul d have to defer
to the vendor on that question.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: Lou, would you mind trying to
answer that question?

MR. DEDI ER: The automated rotation, what we're
doi ng now when we build a system basically it's built for
U.S. specific. And now we're basically to a point where
we're defining it more for California. So that is in the
wor ks, the building and continuing products.

It's kind of like where 2.4.2 cane in. It was
general for the U S. and didn't necessarily apply to
California. So we're getting smarter as we go along the
way.

In other words, applying certification on

Cal i forni a-based election at the federal |evel before we

get here. So that will be sonmething that's always in
there. In fact, in the next version of software and
upgrades it's continuous. It's comng in the next year

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

19
right the first part of the year. So we'll be back to you
agai n.

PANEL MEMBER DANI ELS- MEADE: We'll be visiting
that issue again.

| was Chief of Elections the first tine we ever
rotated candi dates. And you do have ny synpathy, believe
nme.

The second question | had was related to
sonmething that was in the Freeman report on page 3 --
actually, it's in the conclusion where they're talking
about addressing sone of the security issues by renpving
key components for overni ght storage. And | have sone
concerns about that.

| nmean, nunber one, is it practical to expect
that the precinct inspector or supervisor, or whatever
they're going to call it, the person who gets the
equi pment prior to the election -- is it really realistic
to expect they're going to renove whatever they're
supposed to renove fromthe systemand store it and put it
back in where it belongs the next day and wi thout any
problen? To ne, that is a security concern.

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: The requi renent that
was added to the procedures is that once the nenory card
isinstalled in that -- this is only applying to the 100s.

Once that menory card is installed and that systemis no
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| onger a dunb system that the vendor or the client county
woul d have to take security steps to secure that unit both
within the county and once it's gone out to the precinct.
It specifies the county would have to define how that is
done and how that would be secure. It also specifies sone
of the things they do have to do, like the tanper-proof
seal s on the door that contains the menory card. But it
doesn't necessarily say you have to secure it in this
particul ar way.

PANEL MEMBER DANI ELS- MEADE: Al so, |'m not seeing
it imediately, but three different systens have three
different storage nediunms for result; is that correct?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN:  Correct.

PANEL MEMBER DANI ELS- MEADE: W have a nenory, a
di skette, and a flash.

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: It's flash menory
card, a zip disk, and a floppy disk. The 550 is actually
alittle bit nore conplicated. And it's programed using
the EPROM and the results are stored on the floppy disk.

PANEL MEMBER DANI ELS- MEADE: Okay. I'ma little
bit concerned, because at least | know with the zip drive
you can store an incredible anobunt of nenory on that,

i ncl udi ng prograns, including software. Are there any
kind of restrictions we're | ooking at with respect to

those? | knowit's pretty safe with a floppy di sk because
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you can't get too much on the fl oppy.

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: One of the security
requirenents in the revised procedures is that the
virus before those disks are used -- any disk, CD Rom DVD
i ke woul d have to be scanned by that anti-virus software
that's installed on the central computer. That's one of
the conditions added to the procedures.

PANEL MEMBER DANI ELS- MEADE: That woul dn't
prevent sonme software being on it, however, would it?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: It woul d depend on
the nature that --

PANEL MEMBER DANI ELS- MEADE: As long as it didn't
have a virus in it, it would pass; right?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: It woul d depend on
the nature of what that programwas that was potentially
| oaded on.

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON: Could I follow up on
this, Ms. Daniels-Made?

PANEL MEMBER DANI ELS- MEADE: Yes.

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON: | had a simlar concern.
And this is also a conment, | guess, to that ES&S
representative. That in the 650, the very sane disk, if |
read correctly, that is used to hold the software as the
votes are witten on. |'mvery unconfortable with having

the software for the server on any witable medium |
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don't know why it's not on a CD. It neans we nmay have an
addi ti onal concern knowi ng that the software running on
the 650 is, in fact, the certified software because it has
to be transferred somehow.

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: It's not the
software. What we're referring to is ballot definitions,
is what 1'mtal king about.

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON: Same answer, because
simlar problens can occur with ballot definitions. But |
appreciate that. | thought it was the software. And you
don't want these things on witable nedia at all. The
only thing you want being witten is the vote files.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: Any further points,

Ms. Dani el s- Meade?

M. Jefferson, you indicated you had a few nore
guesti ons.

PANEL MEMBER JEFFERSON: Yes, | do. Do you want
to go ahead first, Marc?

PANEL MEMBER CARRELL: Yes.

CHAI RPERSON KYLE: M. Carrell.

PANEL MEMBER CARRELL: Thanks. | have two
guesti ons.

First, looking at M. Freeman's report, he states
that -- he discussed sonme of the security concerns. Then

he says one possible action may require additiona
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software security review pending the results reported in
the final Federal |ITA report, which is pending. And your
staff recommendation is before use, the vendor nust submit
final reports fromI|TA and vendor nust obtain copies of
t he NASED nunber .

But | guess my question is even if we get that
fromthe vendor, and then the vendor believes they can go
use it and there are additional security concerns raised
as a result of the ITA reports, how does that --
procedural |y, how can we address that if we believe or
M. Freeman believes there are issues presented in the ITA
report that need additional testing and we've basically
provi ded certification pending receipt of reports and then
a followup fromthe reports?

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: | believe M. Freeman
was referring to, there may be additional procedures that
are requi red based on what he sees in that |ITA report and
there woul d be a nechanismbuilt into the certification to
allow us to modify those procedures and add those
additional procedures if it enhanced the security or
reliability or accuracy of the systemw th proper notice
to the vendor and jurisdiction.

PANEL MEMBER CARRELL: So he's just talking about
addi ti onal procedures, not tal king about --

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: A lot of his initia
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concerns were related to the fact that he did not know if
the testing of the changes had been the 1990 or 2002
standards, which we |ater were able to verify was to the
2002 standards which covered a | ot of the concerns he had.

There are additional software changes that, as
with all systems, meking the wall higher. But these are
t he procedures for the current version that would put in
security that staff recomrends and believes woul d be
adequate for the Novenber el ection.

PANEL MEMBER CARRELL: Thank you.

My second question is regarding the report
that -- test results based on the testing of NASED -- if
the ITA did not find some of the m sreported data that you
tal ked about and that was found by California testing.
I"mjust wondering what the | TA's reacti on was when we
notified themthat we caught something they didn't catch

ELECTI ONS ANALYST WAGAMAN: | was not the
particular staffer who notified the ITA of that particul ar
di scovery, so | would hesitate to conment on what their
reaction would be. I'msure it would