
UCLA
Presentations

Title
Local or global? Making sense of the data sharing imperative (Keynote)

Permalink
https://escholarship.org/uc/item/0m51t83m

Author
Borgman, Christine L.

Publication Date
2011

Copyright Information
This work is made available under the terms of a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives 
License, availalbe at https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

eScholarship.org Powered by the California Digital Library
University of California

https://escholarship.org/uc/item/0m51t83m
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
https://escholarship.org
http://www.cdlib.org/


Local or global? Making sense of the 
data sharing imperative  

 
Christine L. Borgman 

Professor & Presidential Chair in Information Studies 
University of California, Los Angeles 

Keynote Presentation  
Oxford Internet Institute 

A Decade in Internet Time: Symposium on the 
Dynamics of the Internet and Society 



Deluge!!! 

Data!! 

Scientists 
Social Scientists 

Funding agencies Policy makers 

Humanists 

Librarians 

http://www.guzer.com/pictures/suprise_suprise.jpg 

Publishers Internet architects 





Data Sharing Policy – National Science Foundation 

NSF Data Sharing Policy 
• Investigators are expected to share with other researchers, at no more 

than incremental cost and within a reasonable time, the primary data, 
samples, physical collections and other supporting materials created or 
gathered in the course of work under NSF grants. Grantees are expected 
to encourage and facilitate such sharing. See Award & Administration 
Guide (AAG) Chapter VI.D.4. 

  
NSF Data Management Plan Requirements 
• Beginning January 18, 2011, proposals submitted to NSF must include a 

supplementary document of no more than two pages labeled “Data 
Management Plan”. This supplementary document should describe how 
the proposal will conform to NSF policy on the dissemination and sharing 
of research results. See Grant Proposal Guide (GPG) Chapter II.C.2.j for full 
policy implementation. 
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http://www.nsf.gov/pubs/policydocs/pappguide/nsf11001/aag_6.jsp�
http://www.nsf.gov/pubs/policydocs/pappguide/nsf11001/aag_6.jsp�
http://www.nsf.gov/pubs/policydocs/pappguide/nsf11001/gpg_2.jsp�


Data Sharing Policy – UK agencies 
Wellcome Trust 
• [It is] our expectation that all our funded researchers should 

maximize access to their research data with as few restrictions as 
possible. It requires applicants whose proposed research will 
generate data that hold significant value as a resource for the wider 
research community to submit a data management and sharing 
plan as part of the application process. Our policy aligns with those 
of other organizations - such as the MRC, BBSRC, the US National 
Institutes of Health and the NCRI Cancer Informatics initiative.  

Economic and Social Research Council 
• Our Research Data Policy is built upon the principle adopted by the 

OECD stating that publicly-funded research data are a public good, 
produced in the public interest and, therefore, should be openly 
available to a maximum extent possible. ESRC is, therefore, 
committed to long-term preservation, high quality data 
management and strengthening the provision for secondary data 
analysis. 
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Data 
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Rationales for Sharing Research Data 

Motivations to Share 
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Borgman, C. L. (2011, forthcoming). The conundrum of sharing research data. Journal of the American Society for Information Science and 
Technology. http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1869155 . Figure by Jillian C. Wallis 
 



1. Reproduce or verify research 
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http://chemistry.curtin.edu.au/research/index.cfm 

http://serc.carleton.edu/cismi/broadaccess/groupwork.html 

 



2. Public monies serve the public good 
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3. Others can ask new questions 

 
 

10 http://digitalassetmanagement.org.uk/2010/02/01/the-winds-of-change-are-blowing-in-the-clouds-favor/ 
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4. Data curation advances innovation 

 
 

3. Www 
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Rationales for Sharing Research Data 

Motivations to Share 
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R1: Reproduce/verify 
R2: Public interest 
R3: Ask new questions 
R4: Advance research 

R1 

Borgman, C. L. (2011, forthcoming). The conundrum of sharing research data. Journal of the American Society for Information Science and 
Technology. http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1869155 . Figure by Jillian C. Wallis 
 



Infrastructure for research data 

• Social practice 
• Usability 
• Identity  
• Persistence 
• Discoverability 
• Provenance 
• Relationships 
• Intellectual property 
• Policy 

 
http://datalib.ed.ac.uk/GRAPHICS/blue_data.gif 
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Conclusions 
• Research policy: 

– Data are intellectual property to be managed and exploited 
• Funding agencies: 

– Research data are public assets 
• Scholarly communication:  

– Research data are process and product 
• Publishers: 

– Data are not publications 
• Libraries: 

– Research data are the new special collections 
• Researchers: 

– Some data will be shared, with some people, some of the time 
• Internet research: 

– What are data, to whom, when, why, and to what ends? 
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