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Use Case Summary

A lecturer needs to search a set of repositories and select Learning Objects based on defined criteria. These criteria are user reviews and licence conditions.
Primary Actor (and goal)

	Lecturer
	Find Learning Objects that match their criteria


Other Actors (and goals)

	Reviewers
	Write reviews and associate with Learning Object

	Licensors / rights holders
	Choose and attach appropriate licence to the Learning Object content files (e.g. a Word document)

	Learning Object creator
	Compile content and deposit in repository with suitable licence conditions

	Metadata creator
	Create metadata 

	Repository systems
	Store Learning Objects and reveal associated metadata

	Moderator of reviews
	Check for libel and accuracy etc.

	Quality assurance of educational content
	Formal validation process

	IPR audit
	Check relevant records


Stakeholders and Interests 

	Students
	Presented with relevant useful learning materials

	Lecturers
	Access quality teaching materials without legal risk

	Licensors
	Protect or control their interests

	Support staff
	Understand and fulfil roles and duties in the workflow

	Repository owners
	Maximise re-use of content, manage risk, quality control


Main Success Scenario

	1
	Lecturer performs federated search for Learning Objects

	2
	Search reveals metadata records which convey desired criteria

	3
	Lecturer can see that reviews are appropriate and authoritative 

	4
	Metadata records provide links to full reviews

	5
	Lecturer can understand basic licence conditions in “hit list” view

	6
	Metadata records provide links to detailed legal conditions

	7
	Metadata records provide information on restrictions on use of individual elements of Learning Objects

	8
	Lecturer selects and downloads appropriate Learning Objects

	9
	 Lecturer uploads Learning Objects into VLE

	10
	End users can see and act on legal conditions

	11
	Students gain access to quality resources



Extensions

	1a
	Federated search cannot be performed = FAIL

	1b
	Filtered search options allow pre-selection of Learning Objects matching known criteria 

	2a
	Search results exclude potentially suitable LOs due to missing metadata that matches criteria

	2b
	Metadata records do not convey required information to lecturer

	2b1
	Lecturer makes choice based on arbitrary decisions

	2b2
	Lecturer gives up search = Fail

	3a
	Lecturer cannot see or understand reviews from metadata records and needs to investigate each Learning Object = waste of time

	4a
	Lecturer cannot access full reviews but decides to trust basic record due to clarity of presentation (such as star-rating system)

	4b
	Lecturer cannot access full reviews and discounts Learning Objects without complete information (potential loss of resources)

	5a
	Lecturer cannot understand licence conditions

	5a1
	Lecturer decides to select Learning Object anyway (potential risk)

	5a2
	Lecturer gives up search to avoid risk = FAIL

	6a
	Lecturer investigates full legal conditions for small set of resources before selection to avoid doubt (increases general awareness)

	6b
	Lecturer does not explore links and fails to grasp full implications of licence

	7a
	Lecturer is not alerted to special conditions on elements within a Learning Object and makes uninformed choice (may not meet criteria)

	8a
	Lecturer selects inappropriate Learning Objects due to lack of exposed information and cannot use them = FAIL

	10a
	End users cannot see legal conditions in VLE and cannot act appropriately


Scenarios (id and name)

	TrustDR_Scenario_1
	Reflective practice with Learning Object repositories

	
	

	
	


UML Diagrams

If UML diagrams for this use case have been created, please include the images within this document, below.  Alternatively email or upload the files, identifying them with a name that associates the UML with the use case it depicts, e.g. project_use_case_id_uml

Please submit this form to 

Mahendra Mahey (m.mahey@ukoln.ac.uk)

Julie Allinson (j.allinson@ukoln.ac.uk)

UKOLN, University of Bath, BA2 7AY

Or transfer it to the Repositories Programme wiki: http://www.ukoln.ac.uk/repositories/digirep/index/Submit_your_Use_Cases
