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Use Case

Two authors’ submitting material to a teaching material repository
Author

	Author
	Steve Loddington


Use Case Summary

Lecturer A wants to electronically submit a resource for depositing into a teaching material repository that is jointly authored with another lecturer (Lecturer B).
Primary Actor (and goal)

	Lecturer A (LA)
	To electronically submit a resource for depositing into a teaching material repository 


Other Actors (and goals)

	Lecturer B (LB)
	To give permission for the resource to be put into the repository

	Repository Cataloguer (RC)
	To manage all submissions and administer deposits to the repository.


Stakeholders and Interests 

	Repository Manager
	To oversee any submission queries and to monitor content levels 

	Repository
	To store teaching materials to be viewed and re-used

	University
	To ensure that copyright is protected. To maintain high teaching quality and to preserve resources and protect their intellectual property.

	Peers
	To make use of the material and give feedback to authors

	Students
	To use the materials to improve understanding of topic area and to give feedback to authors 


Main Success Scenario

	1
	LA approaches LB and asks if a PowerPoint presentation can be submitted to a teaching material repository.

	2
	LA completes an online form, attaches the resource and submits them both 

	3
	LB completes a copy of the same form which is also electronically submitted

	4
	RC receives both forms and carries out a validity check on both forms

	5
	RC checks the format of the resource against those formats suitable for deposit and its suitability for submission.

	6
	RC submits the resource to the repository and adds the appropriate metadata

	7
	A receipt of confirmation is sent to LA & LB

	8
	RC files the forms received from LA & LB in case of query and for IPR reasons


Extensions

	1.1
	If LB does not want the resource to be submitted to the repository then this will result in failure as both authors of the material have to be consented

	1.2
	LB could say that they would like the resource to be submitted at a later date, resulting in a delay

	1.3
	LB states that the material used in the PowerPoint resource were gathered from other sources (aggregated) so additional consent should be sought from these people, resulting in a delay or failure

	2.1
	If the submission fails and does not reach the RC this could result in failure

	2.2
	LA could disagree with the terms and conditions on the form resulting in failure

	2.3
	The form may be completed but LA does not attach the resource

	2.3.1
	The RC would have to notify LA and request LA to send the resource to them

	2.4
	Technical difficulties may mean that the LA is stopped from submitting the resource.

	3.1
	LB is unaware that they have to fill out a form, which could result in delay  or failure. LA or the RC should make them aware of the from.

	3.2
	LB could disagree with the terms and conditions on the form resulting in failure

	3.3
	LB may have difficulties sending the form

	4.1
	RC could find errors or the forms could be incomplete resulting in the RC having to re-send them back to either LA or LB or both

	4.1.1
	After being notified of the error or incomplete form LA or LB or both LA and LB could disagree with the terms and conditions resulting in failure

	4.2
	RC may only receive one form and has to contact LA or LB to get in touch with the Lecturer who’s form is missing

	5.1
	The file could be a format this is not accepted could result in delay or failure

	5.2
	RC could then contact LA and LB for a different format and if this cannot be supplied then this will result in failure

	5.3
	RC may find personal/sensitive information that cannot be made available into the repository resulting in failure or delay as the resource will have to be returned to LA

	5.4 
	RC may discover some indecent information within the resource resulting in failure

	5.5
	RC may detect that other authors work have been aggregated into the resource and have not been properly acknowledged or have the permission from the author to use their work in the resource resulting in delay (send back to LA) or failure

	5.6
	RC may have to consult RM about the resource due to a query, resulting in the RM prohibiting the resource to enter the repository

	6.1
	There could be a problem with submission even though the file has been checked before hand, resulting in failure.

	6.2
	If there is not enough metadata on the forms the RC will have to add their own metadata resulting in a slight delay

	6.3
	The metadata entered on the online form by LA and LB may be completely different resulting in delay whilst the RC contact both LA and LB

	7.1
	A receipt of confirmation could be forgotten to be sent by the RC to LA and LB

	7.2
	The receipt could fail to reach LA and LB

	8.1
	RC finds an unnoticed error on the form resulting in the resource being withdrawn from the repository and contact being made with LA and/or LB

	8.2
	The forms are misplaced by the RC and has to contact LA and/or LB to request the form being filled out again


