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<Use Case: UC06.06.01 / Enter PVRDR/Jury Wheel Extract Request for Organization>


	
	VoteCal Statewide Voter Registration System Project

<Use Case: UC06.06.04 / Schedule PVRDR/Jury Wheel Extract>



Use Case: UC06.06.04 / Schedule PVRDR/Jury Wheel Extract
	Attribute
	Details

	System Requirements:
	S26.1 VoteCal must allow authorized SOS administrators and authorized county users to input, track and review Public Voter Registration Data Requests (PVRDRs), including: 

· Requestor name; 

· Requestor ID number and type; 

· Requestor organization; 

· Requestor residence and business addresses; 

· Requestor contact information (phone, fax, email addresses); 

· If Requestor is acting as an authorized agent for a qualified party, the name, address and contact information for the party legally qualified to purchase the data; 

· Requestor’s stated purpose/use for the data; 

· Date of application; 

· Date application received; 

· Basis for qualification (election, party, academic, journalist, etc.); 

· Date of application fulfillment or denial; 

· Status of application; 

· Criteria used to select/exclude records for the extract; and 

· Filename(s) and number of records provided in the extract.

S26.2 VoteCal must allow authorized SOS administrators and authorized county users to log the date, time, and administrator ID of activities and events related to processing and fulfillment of a PVRDR.
S26.7 VoteCal must include the ability for authorized SOS administrators to insert one or more fictional registration records into each PVRDR extract to “salt” the data extract so that improper use of the data can be traced to the particular PVRDR data release.

S26.8 VoteCal must provide the ability to record the salted record(s) associated with each PVRDR.
S27.1 VoteCal must provide authorized SOS administrators and authorized county users with a method to select voter registration records for inclusion or exclusion in a Jury Wheel extract based on multiple filtering criteria, with the ability to specify a range or list where applicable, including: 

· County of residence; 

· City of residence; and 

· Political district/jurisdiction (such as Congressional District, State Assembly District; County Supervisory District; local school district, etc.).

S27.2 VoteCal must be able to further select records based on a formula that starts with the Nth record and selects every Mth record thereafter, where “N” and “M” are variables provided by the applicant (e.g., select every 39th record after record #17).

	Description:
	The purpose of this use case is to allow a user the capability to schedule extracts for Public Voter Registration Data Requests (PVRDR’s) and Jury Wheels. (Jury Wheel Extracts are a subset of PVRDRs, differing primarily on the formula for extracting voter records.) 

	Actors:
	SOS User, County User

	Trigger:
	User initiates the use case when a PVRDR or Jury Wheel Extract request has been approved and needs to be scheduled for generation. 

	System:
	VoteCal Application

	Preconditions:
	· A PVRDR or Jury Wheel extract request (a PVRDR record) has been entered into VoteCal and the status has been updated to “Approved”. 

· All global preconditions apply.

	Post conditions:
	· Organization Transaction History records will be created as needed, storing the information about the PVRDR being entered, the entry date, status, etc.

· If a PVRDR extract was scheduled, then a Job will be created for it.

· All global post conditions apply.

	Normal Flow:
	
1. When user is ready to schedule the PVRDR extract, user accesses the Organizations Management section of the system. User drills down to the specific PVRDR to update, following the general flow outlined in Steps 16 to 19.
2. System presents the UI06.xxx Enter PVRDR/Jury Wheel Extract Request screen.
3. User selects the appropriate selection criteria based on the PVRDR request. Examples of extract criteria are county, jurisdiction, political party affiliation, age, language preference, etc
. 
4. User may append salt records to the extract as necessary by selecting “Add Salt Record” command. (Note that this command is disabled for ‘Jury Wheel’ extracts.) 
4.1. System will display the UI06.xxx Select PVRDR Salt Record screen. 
4.2. User may search for an existing salt record using the following parameters: 

· Name

· Address

· City

· State

· Zip Code

· Phone Number

· Date of Birth

· Gender

· Political Party

· Precinct Assignment
4.3. If the user would like to create a new salt record that is not listed, they may select the “Create Salt Record” command. 
[ See UC06.08.01 Create or Modify PVRDR Salt Record ] 
4.4. User may view additional details about the salt record by selecting the “View Salt Record” command. System will display the UI06.xxx View Salt Record Details screen. This screen will display all details about the sale record. 
4.5. Use may select one or more salt records to include in the PVRDR and select the “Select Salt Record” command. 
4.6. System will display the UI06.xxx Enter PVRDR/Jury Wheel Extract Request screen. 
5. If the extract is for a ‘Jury Wheel’, user enters the following optional information as appropriate:

· Start Record Number (N) – the record number to start the extract with
· Skip Record Interval (M) – the number to skip between records in generating the extract
6. User specifies the appropriate extract format indicated in the request. These would include 
whether voting history is included, and whether jurisdiction information is included. The system will display two predefined formats, and the columns cannot be changed. The user may specify the rows/records to be selected; for instance, records may be filtered based on vote-by-mail ballot status. 
7. User enters the Extract Scheduled Date and Time, which specifies when the extract is scheduled to be generated. 
8. User selects the “Save” command to update the PVRDR request and schedule it for generation
.
9. System validates that no business rules are violated, and then stores data.
9.1. The PVRDR record is updated with the extract information. The status is updated to “Pending Generation”. 
9.2. An Organization Transaction History record will be created that contains information about the PVRDR update, and the user that performed the action.
9.3. A Job will be created for the PVRDR extract with the scheduled time.
10. System presents message confirming success, and that the PVRDR has been scheduled for generation. 
11. The system will generate the extract at the scheduled time. The process may take several hours to complete once it starts. [ See UC06.07.01 Generate PVRDR File Set. ] 
12. 

	Alternative Flows:
	5a. If the extract is for a PVRDR and not for a Jury Wheel, the start record number and skip record interval should be disabled. 
5a.1 Proceed to step 6. 

	Exceptions:
	N/A

	Includes:
	UC06.08.01 Create or Modify PVRDR Salt Record
UC06.07.01 Generate PVRDR File Set
06.06.05 View PVRDR/Jury Wheel Extract 

	Frequency of Use:
	TBD. PVRDR requests are expected to occur more frequently during election years. Jury Wheel Extract requests come in once a year for each court.

	Business Rules:
	· Extract criteria cannot be entered for a PVRDR if the status is not “Approved”.
· A PVRDR extract can’t be generated if the Status is not “Ready for Generation”.
· County Users cannot add salt records to PVRDR extracts.
· Counties may be able to generate extracts across county boundaries. 


	Assumptions:
	N/A 

	Notes and Issues:
	· The generation of a PVRDR file extract is described by UC06.07.01 Generate PVRDR File Set.
· Jury Wheel Extract requests come in the form of court orders. The court order specifies which counties to include and the N (start record) and M (skip interval) numbers. 
· Per SOS, the generated PVRDR extract files are password-protected before being disseminated.
· There is currently a CALVOTER Voter Registration Data Extract File Format document provided to requestors of the PVRDR’s and Jury Wheel Extracts. This specifies the field lengths and types of the data in the PVRDR extracts. The PVRDR process as it exists today only provides a limited number of extract formats – Long, Short, with or without Voter History Data. We may need to support the existing extract formats, as discussed during the Requirements Validation Sessions. 
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�Art: A new use case starts here. 


[BMc] Agreed, although typically (but not always) this will be called directly from the prior UC





KN: Accepted 


�Shouldn’t we be seeing this detail in the final version of the UC?





KN: This level of detail exists here. Please suggest other areas where this level of detail should exist. 


�I don’t believe this has been decided yet.  Also, should this be in business rules rather than a step in the flow?





KN: This was a consensus preference from Discovery. Modified here to indicate potential change. Also moved to Business Rules.


�Can we provide detail here?  I can’t determine how this is actually supposed to work.  Is the user selecting from a list of available salt records and associating one or more with this PVRDR, or is the user supposed to call UC06.08.01 to create a new salt record, which is subsequently selected and returned to this calling UC?  (If so, what happens if we want to associate more than one Salt Record with the extract?)





Also, if the request is for a Jury Wheel, shouldn’t this option be somehow disabled?





KN: Accepted. Added details to step 4. 


�Shouldn’t this option be disabled if the request is not for a jury wheel?





KN: This has been added as an Alternate Flow. 


�This appears to conflict with the next sentence





KN: Accepted the text change. 


�Art: What about the Jury Wheel Extract Request? It is not mentioned any further in the process steps.


[BMc] I am really fine treating a ‘jury wheel’ as a type of PVRDR.





KN: Agree with Bruce. 


�I don’t believe this has been decided yet.  Also, should this be in business rules rather than a step in the flow?





KN: This was a consensus preference from Discovery. Modified here to indicate potential change. Also moved to Business Rules. 
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