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Program Description

Enhancing access to scientific data sets has become a major goal of research funding efforts. Unless better care is taken to standardize the metadata and technical descriptors used to make them discoverable, there is a concern that these data sets might disappear within the corpus of "grey literature." Join us as our discussion provides valuable and timely input from publishers, vendors and librarians to the standards development organizations. This session will constitute “part one” of a discussion that we hope to continue at the ALA’s annual meeting in Anaheim.
Three invited experts on standards for research information participated in the discussion. Linda Beebe is Senior Director of PsycINFO at the American Psychological Association, and currently Co-Chair of the NISO-NFAIS Working Group on Supplemental Journal Materials, which is working to develop best practices for selecting, curating, and delivering supplemental materials. Todd Carpenter is Managing Director of the National Information Standards Organization (NISO), a not-for-profit group devoted to the development and adoption of standards for research information. Joan Starr is Chair of the Metadata Working Group at DataCite, an international organization working for easier access to research data in scholarly communications and is Strategic and Project Planning Manager for the California Digital Library.
After presentations by the experts, the session was opened up for questions and comments from the floor. 
The discussion opened with a question asking how we can provide context for data. The idea of using landing pages for data sets was suggested. They are pages that contain descriptive information about the data sets such as title, author, persistent identifier, access privileges, and tools for access. We were reminded that the landing page is not the data, but is another link in the path to get to the data. If the descriptive or landing page is cited, then interoperability of linking to data sets becomes more complex; the landing page needs to be machine-readable.

Another discussion started with someone from the floor asking for advice in convincing university administrators of the value in data management. Quantifying the money associated with the research and letting the administrators know these dollars are at stake if a data management plan is not in place was suggested to be a powerful “convincer.” Some funding agencies will not provide money without a data management plan in place. Also discussed was the effort of the Committee on Data for Science and Technology (CODATA) in working toward creating a culture that recognizes data publication as legitimate scholarship; that data can be cited and therefore provide the same rewards and incentives that textual papers provide. An idea was proposed that perhaps telling administrators about some of the new knowledge that comes out of data reuse may help convince administrators of the utility of data management, for example, the Framingham Studies. An anecdote regarding data storage terms at the Stanford Linear Accelerator was shared with us. The physicists there are keeping data for 20 years because that is how long it takes to determine if something is Nobel Prize-worthy. If the work does win a Nobel, then the data is kept in perpetuity.

Discussion arose regarding the Dipak K. Das case (mentioned by Linda Beebe in her presentation) regarding fabricating and falsifying data with image-editing software. The fraud was discovered by analyzing images and a question was asked that if the images were individually cited, would that have brought the deception to light earlier. Since the fraud was detected from published data, it shows that one does not usually need to dig deep to find fraudulent data. There is no consensus that raw data are needed to detect fraudulent activity.
Another conversational thread was about how computers have made it easy to marshal and use large amounts of data. Some themes common to this Discussion Session were reiterated: university administrators are not friendly to the idea of citing data, but some funding agencies do require data management plans; and, the sharing of data enable scholarship and allows it to move forward. It was noted that some fields have a movement towards “data papers,” papers that are only about the data set and its metadata. What constitutes a paper is changing: is a data set scholarship? Heard at a DataCite conference (summer 2011): data sets are the research and the papers are derivative.

Cultural shifts in libraries were another topic of discussion. Now that we have roles and services such as metadata librarians and digital repositories, what happens to the role of the “former public services librarian?” The access and reuse of data is important to all librarians so whatever their title or role, librarians can provide access to data by getting links into reference lists, into catalogues, into A&I indices. The changing library landscape is an opportunity to expand the scope of the library and librarians. Examples of this include training users regarding metadata and becoming trusted sites to store data.
In the social sciences, data that has been paid for, e.g. financial data, and has use conditions in its license terms are often used. How can this data be reused, shared or stored under these circumstances? The concept of the landing page could hold this sort of information. It was noted license terms are starting to change, providing broadened uses of the licensed data. 
And finally, it was noted that perhaps data is free publicity.

For those who would like more background on the issues that this panel explored, the committee recommends the following sources:

· On NISO's efforts to provide standards on the publication of supplementary materials in journals (including datasets): 
http://www.niso.org/topics/tl/supplementary/ 

· From the International Council on Scientific and Technical Information (http://www.icsti.org/), a report of their conference on Scientific Data Management: 
http://www.icsti.org/IMG/doc/ProceedingsOTTAWAV-F.doc as well as an interim report from their Strategic Coordinating Committee on Information and Data: 
http://www.icsti.org/IMG/pdf/SCCID_Report_Final_Prepublication.pdf.

· From the National Science Foundation, a report by their Task Force on Data Policies entitled “Digital Research Data Sharing and Management”: http://www.nsf.gov/nsb/publications/2011/nsb1124.pdf 

