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Notes for session 1: Introductions, RDM, and the role of LIS
Learning outcomes
By the end of this session participants will be able to:
· Discuss the definition of “Research Data Management” and “Digital curation”
· Describe the strategic context within which RDM has appeared on the agenda and the key drivers and issues for researchers
· Analyse their role in relation to what the literature has suggested about LIS roles in research support and RDM in particular
· Identify RDM Library initiatives from other institutions and assess how they could be adapted at your institution where appropriate 
· Discuss theories of reflection and reflective writing
· Apply those theories to reflecting on their experience with research
Session overview
This session contains the following parts: 
1.1 Introduction to the RDMRose module (60 minutes)
1.2 RDM basics (60 minutes)
1.3 The LIS role in RDM (120 minutes)
1.4 Reflection and reflective writing (40 minutes)
Session 1.1 Introduction to the RDMRose module
The module was created in the JISC funded RDMRose project, by the libraries of the universities of Leeds, Sheffield and York and the Sheffield Information School.  It is structured in 8 sessions, each of which has 4 parts, each planned to last approximately an hour. The module is intended to offer participants a collaborative, practical, active, realistic, strategic and theoretical learning experience. The module is an Open Educational Resource, free for others to use and reuse.
Activity 1.1 Participants rate their current knowledge of topics covered by the module
Session 1.2 RDM basics
Some definitions of RDM and digital curation are reviewed. The context in which RDM has come to the fore is the data deluge created by big science and research funders’ mandating of RDM. In this context institutions have begun to publish their own policies. DCC categorises incentives for RDM under three headings, namely direct benefits to scientists, public good obligations and compliance reasons. There might be a number of reasons why researchers would not see RDM as a priority.
Recommended reading: Pryor, G. (2012). Why manage research data? In G. Pryor (Ed.), Managing Research Data (pp. 1-16). London: Facet. Retrieved from http://www.facetpublishing.co.uk/downloads/file/pryor-ch1.pdf. 
Activity 1.2.1 Participants reflect on their own attitude to RDM as a topic
Activity 1.2.2 Participants reflect on what they think is the strongest motive for RDM
Session 1.3 The LIS role in RDM
The role of LIS in RDM must be set in the context of existing librarian roles and identities and other possible roles in supporting research. A number of potential roles in RDM have been identified in the literature, such as in advocacy, advice and signposting, training users and creating local catalogues and repositories of data assets. Some of the challenges in taking up such roles in RDM are considered. Participants also look at steps taken by university libraries to start to respond to the research data management challenge.
Recommended reading: Lyon, L. (2012).  The informatics transform: Re-engineering libraries of the data decade. The International Journal of Digital Curation, 7(1), 126-138.
Activity 1.3.1 Participants reflect on their current ability to undertake these roles
Activity 1.3.2 Participants further reflect on their current role and how RDM might fit into it
Activity 1.3.3 Participants reflect on the competencies required to fulfil RDM roles
[bookmark: _GoBack]Activity 1.3.4 Participants reflect on the possible impact of RDM on the library as an organisation
Activity 1.3.5 Participants look at initiatives undertaken by university libraries and evaluate their applicability to their own institution
Session 1.4 Reflection and reflective writing
Schön’s work was seminal in establishing the value of reflection for professional practice. Moon’s four levels of reflection are widely used to evaluate the quality of reflections.
Recommended reading: Moon, J. (2007). Getting the measure of reflection: Considering matters of definition and depth. Journal of Radiotherapy in Practice, 6(4), 191-200.
Activity 1.4.1 Participants write about a recent experience working with a researcher
Activity 1.4.2 Participants evaluate the quality of their first piece of reflective writing
Activity 1.4.3 Participants reflect further on their experience
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