2. Mr. Stanionis stated that Sequoia systems machine code is much harder to break but easier for hackers to find simple ways to break.  He also clarified Hardware (with chip so it can’t be hacked) & Software (soft programming is required because of different characters. the leaked Sequoia “machine code” is harder to hack than the leaked Diebold Programs but that having the machine code gives a hacker enough information about the device to break it easier.
Ms. Marchand asked what “machine code” was.  Mr. Stanionis replied that it is the programming language, words defining action.  Then this code is compiled to turn it into bits and bytes.

Ms. Yamada asked if there was still a way to get verifiable paper.  Mr. Stanionis replied that the machine must be capable of printing out a vote record (i.e., official record of the votes cast by the voter).

Mr. Bernhard asked what were Diebold & Sequoia’s remarks on their blunder.  Mr. Stanionis stated that their reply was, “it was old election code that leaked, not current code”.

Ms. Richter asked if the votes were recorded in 3 separate places within the system.  Mr. Stanionis replied that it is recorded and copied to 2 separate places and that with DREs it is stored randomly so as not to identify the voter.

