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PERSPECTIVES ON RESEARCH DATA 



What the OAI audience might think… 



What the philosopher might think… 

Central to the whole manifesto of Wilkins’ Oxford Club, then of the Royal Society after 1660, was the need to broadcast scientific discovery, 
useful inventions, and ideas, far and wide. Their declared enemies were the closet scholars of “the schools” who believed true knowledge 
was only for a learned elite, and could only be got at through classical texts or deductive logic. Men who dealt only in “words” and not in 
“things”, and whose intellectual systems were often circular, obscure and of no benefit to the wider community. The Royal Society, by 
contrast, dealt in “things”: objects, experiments, public testing, and what we now call research.  

https://weblearn.ox.ac.uk/access/content/group/1803d649-431f-46cd-9428-f1dc63ef43a3/Rare Books/philtrans.html


What the sociologist might think… 

1. ‘Communalism’ refers to the claim that research results are 
property of the community 
 

2. ‘Universalism’ means that everybody should be able to 
contribute, for example independent of cultural or national origin 
 

3. ‘Disinterestedness’ requires the greater scientific good to be 
valued higher than personal interests 
 

4. ‘Skepticism’ implies critical scrutiny of research results 
 

Merton, Robert K. The sociology of science:  
Theoretical and empirical investigations. University of Chicago press, 1979. 

 
 

(OPEN) DATA ARE REQUIRED TO ENABLE ‘GOOD’ RESEARCH 



What the scientist might think… 

http://eprints.soton.ac.uk/257648/1/The_Data_Deluge.pdf


EXAMPLES, CHRONOLOGICALLY 



Project Policy: Human Genome Project 
1996 



Funder Policy: DFG 1998 

Recommendation 7: Primary data as the basis for 

publications shall be securely stored for ten 

years in a durable form in the institution of 

their origin. 

http://www.dfg.de/download/pdf/dfg_im_profil/reden_stellungnahmen/download/self_regulation_98.pdf


Project policy: Tools 2001 

http://www.ornl.gov/sci/techresources/Human_Genome/project/feb_pr/data_access_policy.shtml


Funder Policy: US NIH 2002 

//localhost/Macintosh HD/%E2%88%9Ahttp/::grants.nih.gov:grants:guide:notice-files:NOT-OD-02-035.html


Journals, e.g. NAR 2003 (?) 



Funder Policy: CRCs 2010ff 



Funder Policy: EPSRC 2011 



Funder Policy: many… 2012 

http://www.dcc.ac.uk/resources/policy-and-legal/overview-funders-data-policies


Institutional Policy: e.g. Edinburgh 2011 

http://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/information-services/about/policies-and-regulations/research-data-policy


Funder Policy: EC 2012 

http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_IP-12-790_en.htm


Government Policy: e.g. UK 2012 



International Policy, e.g. G8 2013 



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 



On a data journey 

• ~350 years of “research” and ~15 years of 
research data policy 

• Address research conduct, project, technical, 
funder, institutional, national, international 

• Even massive programmes need years to 
develop practical advise 

• Two step process from aspiration to 
implementation 

 

 

 



Conclusion: a two step process 

1. Aspirational Policies > necessary “Zeitgeist” 

– For setting the scene 

2. Practical Policies > implementing “Seachange” 

– Are close to the research process, either 
methodologically or locally 

– Include actual infrastructure 

– Include practical advise 

– Include funding 

 


