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Use Case: UC02.02.01 / Search Voter through EMS Interface

	Attribute
	Details
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S3.4 VoteCal must accept queries from independent county EMSs to locate and view registrant records that meet specified criteria and must provide, in response, key data (e.g., UID, Registrant Name, Residence address, date of birth, etc.) for each record found that meets the search criteria.  
S3.06 VoteCal must provide visual warning to the user upon initiation of a registrant search, if that search is likely to take longer than 60 seconds to complete or if the search will return a result set larger than an SOS configurable value.  If more than one person is found during the search, the system must display a list of records that met the search criteria and allowing the user to select a person from the list to display applicable detail.


	Description:
	The purpose of this use case is to enable a user to search for a voter through the VoteCal EMS Integration Web Services via a local EMS application.

	Actors:
	County User

	Trigger:
	User wishes to locate a specific voter record.

	System:
	Local EMS Software (EMS), VoteCal EMS Integration Web Service (EWS)

	Preconditions:
	· All global preconditions apply.

	Post conditions:
	· All global post conditions apply.

	Normal Flow:
	1. User enters search criteria onto the EMS search form and issues the search command
.

2. The EMS forms a voter query request item (an XML string), then connects to the EWS and sends the request.  The following fields are available for search, per EMS Vendor discretion.  All fields are optional, and all fields accept the wildcard character (* [asterisk]) at the beginning and end of the field
:

2.1. First Name

2.2. Middle Name 

2.3. Last Name

2.4. Residence Street Number

2.5. Residence Street Name

2.6. Residence City

2.7. Residence Zip

2.8. Mailing Street Number 

2.9. Mailing Street Name 
2.10. Mailing City

2.11. Mailing Zip

2.12. Telephone Number

2.13. VoteCal UID

2.14. DL/ID #

2.15. Registration Affidavit Number

2.16. SSN4 

2.17. Date of Birth 

2.18. Place of Birth

2.19. Political Party Affiliation

2.20. Precinct

2.21. County (multiple may be provided, also option to search statewide)

2.22. Registration Status (all included by default)
2.23. Registration Date 
2.24. Political District
3. The EWS executes the prescribed search and returns the results.  
3.1. The system will provide visual warning to the user upon initiation of a registrant search, if that search is likely to take longer than 60 seconds to complete or if the search will return a result set larger than a system-configurable value
. Upon EMS Vendor discretion, long searches may be cancelled automatically based on user security permission
.

3.2. Search results are sorted in descending order according to the number of total points received and returned to the user
 as XML in a predetermined schema.  
3.3. Each result contains the following data points:

3.3.1. Local Voter ID
3.3.2. State Voter ID
3.3.3. First Name

3.3.4. Last Name

3.3.5. Residence Street Number

3.3.6. Residence Street Name

3.3.7. Residence City

3.3.8. County

3.3.9. DL/ID#

3.3.10. Date of Birth

3.3.11. SSN4

3.3.12. Registration Date

3.3.13. Confidence Rating

4. The EMS presents the search results to the user, according to EMS Vendor design discretion. 
5. The user may view details of the record returned in the search results. [See UC02.04.01 - Retrieve Voter Details through Web Service]


	Alternate Flows:
	N/A

	Exceptions:
	N/A

	Includes:
	N/A

	Business Rules:
	N/A

	Frequency of Use:
	TBD

	Assumptions:
	N/A

	Notes and Issues:
	N/A
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�Not sure this is appropriate. Note that this requirement speaks to user searches within VoteCal, not from the EMS.  VoteCal will not have the capability to provide ‘visual warning’ to the user.  I did a quick search, but could not find a parallel requirement to provide notice to the EMS, although we did address this in discovery. I believe that we agreed to provide a mechanism to tell the EMS when a search was going to take too long or yield too many results, and to provide a mechanism for the EMS to cancel.


�This is a precondition (Paula)


Again Paula’s perspective is different then Discovery did we decide what to do about this? (unknown)


[BMc] Per group, this perspective is acceptable.  No need to correct.


�This step should say: The local EMS connects to the EWS and sends a voter query request item (an XML string). (Paula)


[BMc] Per group, this perspective is acceptable.  No need to correct.


�See note above for Req S3.06.  Can we specify this level of detail on how the EMS will handle such searches? Would it be more appropriate to say that VC will provide notice to EMS in these circumstances and that it up to vendor discretion on how this may be handled (e.g., user warning, automatic cancel, user option to cancel, etc)?


�We need to add that per EMS modification, the user will have the option to cancel the search.


Again, as with the previous use case, I suggest that there is an alternate flow (assuming appropriate EMS remediation) here, starting at step 3.1, if the user should choose to cancel. 


There should be 2 options in the alternate flow:


1 – user goes back to  reconfigure the search


2 – user cancels and logs off.


(Art)


[BMc]  Sounds good to me.  Or perhaps we can combine both into one, along the lines of ‘user returned to the search screen, where user can either (reconfigure search) or exit altogether


�Local EMS (Paula) 


[BMc] Per group, this perspective is acceptable.  No need to correct.


�These are post-conditions (Paula)


[BMc] Per group, this perspective is acceptable.  No need to correct.
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