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Use case

Submitting an exemplar to a peer reviewed teaching material repository
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Use Case Summary

An academic wants to submit their teaching exemplar into a peer reviewed repository.
Primary Actor (and goal)

	Teaching Academic (TA)
	To deposit their exemplar into the repository


Other Actors (and goals)

	Administrator (AD)
	To maintain administrative records. Liaise with all human actors.

	Reviewer (R)
	To undertake timely review of materials.

	Repository Manager (RM)
	To deposit material and add metadata.

	Peer Reviewed Repository (PRR)
	To store good quality teaching exemplars and resources to for teaching.


Stakeholders and Interests 

	End Users 
	To retrieve items that have been reviewed by a quality control mechanism.

	Institution 
	To provide a showcase of their assets. Improve teaching methods and standards.

	Peer teaching academics 
	To use the exemplars and resources to inform and enhance their teaching.

	Learning Technologists
	Maintain awareness of academic current practice

	HE/FE Community
	To view/use exemplars and resources ad maintain good practice.


Main Success Scenario

	1
	TA completes form to assign rights and describe item.

	2
	TA sends the form and item to AD

	3
	AD receives form and carries out a validity check

	4
	AD sends e-mail to 3 R’s to review

	5
	AD sends item (on its own) to the 3 R’s

	6
	R’s complete review process and return comments to AD

	7
	AD sends comments and acceptance to TA

	8
	AD sends item and form to RM and files the comments

	9
	RM checks to licence, deposits the material into the PRR and uses the form to add metadata

	10
	RM sends confirmation of deposit to TA


Extensions

	1.1
	If TA does not complete the form due to the licence terms this results in failure

	2.1
	TA fails to receive item and form 

	2.2
	TA sends from but forgets to attach item (or vice versa)

	2.2.1
	AD notifies the academic and demands it to be e-mailed to them

	3.1
	If errors are present or if there is information missing such as signatures this will delay the process. AD notifies TA

	4.1
	R’s may not respond due to being on leave or sick etc.

	4.2
	R’s may be too busy to review at this time

	4.3
	Other e-mail sent if needed to continue to process and get a total of 3 R’s to review or this will result in failure.

	5.1
	R’s may not receive item

	6.1
	R’s not meet the deadline set which will delay the process

	6.1.1
	AD to sent reminder e-mail to R’s

	7.1 
	TA may not receive these documents

	8.1
	RM may not receive the item and form. 

	9.1
	Licence could be incomplete

	9.2
	RM to add own metadata if the form does not give the required amount.

	10.1
	Confirmation could not arrive with the TA from the RM


