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Purdue	University	and	the	University	
of	Michigan	have	been	exploring	how	

to	redesign	and	broaden	the	use	of	the	
Data	CuraKon	Profiles	Toolkit,	an	

interview	instrument	used	to	learn	
researcher	data	needs.	The	goal	is	to	

help	facilitate	and	increase	the	
curaKon	of	research	outputs,	moving	
from	acKve	management	of	data	to	

disseminaKon	and	preservaKon.	

The	Digital	CuraKon	Centre	has	been	
working	on	a	similar	problem,	a	reusable	
“quesKonbank”	based	on	various	surveys	

developed	by	UK	insKtuKons.	These	
implemented	DCC's	Data	Asset	

Framework.	By	guiding	service	providers	
on	interview	and	survey	approaches,		DAF	

aims	to	support	dialogue	between	
researchers	and	insKtuKonal	services	on	

RDM	requirements.		

ConnecKng	Researchers	to	Repositories	

D.	ScoW	Brandt,	Purdue	University	|	Jake	Carlson,	University	of	Michigan	|	Sarah	Jones,	University	of	Glasgow	|	Angus	Whyte,	University	of	Edinburgh	

Based	on	a	2015	IMLS	Planning	Grant	workshop,	we	are	trying	to	understand	
how	to	bridge	the	gap	between	data	producers	and	data	curators,	and	join	
up	acKve	data	management	with	infrastructures	for	data	publicaKon	and	
stewardship.	Our	starKng	point	is	to	assess	how	tools	like	DCP	and	DAF	can	
offer	more	agile	ways	to	help	researchers	and	support	services	engage	with	
each	other,	drawing	on	the	infrastructures	available.		
	

We	are	solici*ng	your	thoughts	and	input.	Interested?	Please	share	your	
opinions	with	us	here	at	IDCC,	or	by	emailing	us…	
	

What	we’ve	no*ced	 How	to	address?	

Slow	pay-off	for	users’	
and	services’	up-front	

investment		

Can	we	streamline	the	process	of	understanding	needs,	
by	saving	effort	in	planning,	conducKng	and	generaKng	
interviews	and	quesKonnaires?		

Ques*ons	are	oHen	
broad	and	generic,	and	

do	not	drill	down	

Tailor	quesKons	that	users	could	draw	on	as	
appropriate	to	their	situaKon(s),	from	generic	pracKces	
to	research	domain	specific?			

Lack	of	flexibility	in	
ques*on	scope	

Apply	“quesKon	logic”	(i.e.,	parent-child,	if-then,	“other	
users	also	asked	this,”	etc.),	to	help	fit	quesKons	to	
context,	based	on	codified	knowledge	of	issues,	criteria	
and	opKons	available?	

Print	based	formats	
difficult	to	customize	

Interface	design	to	enable	librarians	to	select	scenarios,	
and	personas	represenKng	data	management	contexts,		
to	customize	quesKons	and	target	the	guidance?	

Interviews	and	
ques*onnaires	can	be	

cumbersome	

Redesign	the	approach	using	more	agile	methods	to	
provide	data	management	guidance	fit	for	the	purpose,		
challenges	and	problems	indicated	by	the	researcher,	
with	recommendaKons	ranked	by	priority,		similar	to	
the	format	of	a	financial	planner	report?		

Work	in	progress	to	collect	data	on	requirements	instruments	
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