Geopolitical Data
Issue: Only two levels…Districts containing different types of divisions. We don’t have a way to represent district categories, or multi-level hierarchies of district relations.
Recommendation: In 150-include (of 150-geodistrict), allow districts to also be a child element by making them a part of the emlcore divisionTypeDefinition enum so that we can use EML District as a district category.
[pmz: as an implementer, I have had to work around this, so I would be in favor of the recommended ability.
Issue: Cannot link contests to districts. Can this be linked through one of the existing elements (PollingPlace, Area, ReportingUnit). If so, how do we handle splits (if related through polling place, for example).

Recommendation: Add a district element to 110-elecitonevent contest element.
[pmz: again, as an implementer, I have had to work around it (using ReportingUnit is how I have done it) so, I would like to see the additional of District as an optional element.
Cast Vote

Issue: In 440-460-include, attribute “Spoilt” looks like what we call an OutstackCondition, which is an enum and marks the ballot for later adjudication.

Recommendation: Make “Spoilt” an enum with the common types (udefined, undervote, overvote, writein, provisional, challenge, blank, broken straight party, party crossover primary) and ##other. We also propose that this be renamed from “Spoilt” to something less absolute, reflecting the fact that it can be changed in an adjudication post-process.
[pmz: most of my effort has been spent trying to use EML as-is.  However, unlike the previous items, we are talking about records from our tabulators (nothing manual) and with that we do not accept ballots that are spoilt; all ballots are good but single contests may be invalid (difference between the US use of ballots with multiple elections/contests per ballot and the UK implementation of single election/contest per ballot).  Generally, all provisional ballots are handled manually.  So, we really haven’t used spoilt.
Issue: Unclear as to what ProposedRejected and ProposedUncounted elements are for. The way we’re reading it, ProposedRejection = challenge, ProposedUncounted = provisional. Is this accurate and the way these elements are intended for use? We see Provisional in 510-count, but aren’t sure how that’s calculated. There is also a reference to provisional in 445-retreievevote but we are unclear when that is determined.
[pmz: I have actually used ProposedRejected in one trial, to count the ballots that had a contest out of requirement (overvote in this case).  I haven’t needed ProposedUncounted.
Election Definition
Issue: Do not see any provision for control contests. A single ballot can have contests which are influenced by the control contest selection as well as contests which are not influenced by this selection. For example, a straight party or selective primary control contests.  These control contests can automatically select candidates of the chosen party for votes in a straight party control contest, or “enable” only the partisan contests matching the party chosen in the selective primary control contest.
Recommendation: In 110-electionevent, add a ControlContest element under Contest with a ContestIdentifier attribute pointing to the controlling contest.
[pmz: this really gets to local usage.  I understand the applicability but I also think this is very much a US usage.  I haven’t tried to do this in any of my implementations since 90% of my attempts have been for non-US elections.  And, I have not had to support elections that needed it in my other 5%.
Issue: Certain contests have rules applied against them in the system which are dependant on which type of contest they are. An example would be a controlled contest (see previous issue)

Recommendation: Add a ContestType enumeration containing common contest types (proposal, standard, recall, straight party (or ticket), selective primary). Add this as an element to 110-electionevent Contest.
[pmz: see my response on the previous item.
Issue: ContestScope as referenced in 340-410-430-include is redundant with the way we define scope at a geopolitical data level. In other words, our districts define our scope.

Recommendation: This would be resolved with the ability to link contests to districts.
[pmz: I don’t think we want to remove this element, others may need it even if District provides what link the US wants from contest.
