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Use Case: UC02.04.01 / Retrieve Voter Detail through Web Service
	Attribute
	Details

	System Requirements:
	
S3.5 VoteCal must be capable of responding to requests from independent county EMSs for a specific registration record, providing all data associated with that registration record.

	Description:
	The purpose of this use case is to enable a user to retrieve details about a voter record through their EMS.

	Actors:
	County User

	Trigger:
	User wishes to view the details of a specific voter.

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

	Preconditions:
	· User is in possession of a voter ID by which the details can be retrieved.
· All global preconditions apply.

	Post conditions:
	· All global post conditions apply.

	Normal Flow:
	1. User enters a valid state voter ID or valid local ID (or otherwise selects a voter
) and issues the retrieval command
 within the EMS
2. EMS Software connects to the EWS and calls the appropriate web service method for retrieving voter details, passing a valid state voter ID as a parameter.  Or alternatively calls a variation of the web service method, passing a valid local voter ID and county ID as parameters.
3. EWS retrieves the voter associated with the ID passed to it and assembles a response in XML format.  As defined by EMS Vendor preference, the response contains the following information in one or more calls:
3.1. LocalVoterId 

3.2. JurisdictionId 

3.3. SubjurisdictionId 

3.4. VoterId 

3.5. FirstName 

3.6. MiddleName 

3.7. LastName 

3.8. AlternateName 

3.9. NameSuffix 

3.10. Status 

3.11. AffidavitNumber 

3.12. AffidavitDateReceived 

3.13. AffidatevitDateExecuted 

3.14. AffdavitDateEffective 

3.15. AccessibilityCodeId 

3.16. LanguageCodeId 

3.17. RegistrationCodeId 

3.18. UocavaCategoryCodeId 

3.19. PartyId 

3.20. PlaceOfBirthCodeId 

3.21. PlaceOfBirth 

3.22. DateOfBirth 

3.23. ConfidentialityCodeId 

3.24. ConfidentialityAppDate 

3.25. Gender 

3.26. IdNumber 

3.27. SSN4 

3.28. StateVoterId 

3.29. UID 

3.30. Status 

3.31. StatusReasonCodeId 

3.32. IdRequirementExemptionCodeId 

3.33. IsFirstTimeVoter 

3.34. IsIdRequirementSatisfied

3.35. Historical addresses

3.36. Voter Activity records

3.37. Affidavit images – in ANSI/AIIM compatible format
3.38. Signature images
3.39. Other Attachments
3.40. Voter Participation History

3.41. User Comments and Contact History.

3.42. 
3.43. 
3.44. 
3.45. 
3.46. 
3.47. 
3.48. 
3.49. 
3.50. 
3.51. 
3.52. 
3.53. 
3.54. 
3.55. 
3.56. 
4. EMS presents the voter details to the user. At discretion of EMS Vendor design, this may be presented through multiple user interface displays.


	Alternate Flows:
	N/A

	Exceptions:
	· VoterNotFound – the voter could not be found with the ID provided.

	Includes:
	N/A

	Business Rules:
	N/A

	Frequency of Use:
	TBD

	Assumptions:
	N/A

	Notes and Issues:
	N/A
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�I find this description at odds with the system requirement which focuses on the county EMS submitting the request. 


How did we suddenly jump to the Web interface?  


If this is an implied requirement, then the description should so state.


Worse yet, the normal flow or oriented on the EMS connecting to VoteCal…so why is the web service interface even mentioned…unless I am misunderstatnding something here. (Art)


[BMc] I’ve suggested edits to clarify/correct.


�From UC02.02.01, I suspect that most times the user will be selecting a particular voter from amongst those returned in a search.  (Isn’t this detail up to the EMS vendors to figure out?)


�This is a pre-condition. (Paula)


Again, EMS in or not? (Art)


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


�This is a post-condition. Step 4 should be: XML is returned to the local EMS. (Paula)


Maybe this is both the last step in the flow and a post condition. (Art)
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