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Who we are, and a caveat… 

▪ Public research university in South-West 

England

▪ Victorian ‘Redbrick’ with roots back to 1595  

▪ UK top 10, world top 50, top 5 for research 

▪ Russell Group, Coimbra Group, and World 

Universities Network member

▪ ‘Not too shabby’

▪ Why relevant? – RESOURCES and BUY IN 

… mileage may differ



Long established Research Data Service
▪ Training 

– live or on demand

– bespoke or general

▪ Guidance and advice
– Data management planning, now supported via DMPOnline

– Data storage – short, medium, long term

– Research design to maximise data sharing

▪ Disclosure Risk Assessment Service

▪ Consent and Participant information sheets 

▪ Data sharing through repository 
(Open, Restricted, Controlled)

▪ First open dataset 2011, access restricted dataset 2015
– 1306 open datasets

– 193 datasets with access restrictions (123/70) – almost 13%

▪ Data Availability Statements provided for publications



Our work – internal, and external



The Pilots



Pilot 2: Openness of Data

▪ Institutions: Bristol (lead), Edinburgh, Exeter, Glasgow, Leicester, 
Liverpool, Reading, Sheffield, Surrey

▪ Solution providers: Digital Science, Elsevier, PLoS-DataSeer, OpenAIRE

▪ Aim to co-create transparent, ethical, & accurate indicator to:

–Define the degrees of openness of cited data with standardised
terminology

–Measure and identify the degree of openness of cited data

▪ Key considerations across participating institutions

–Openness and compliance, proprietary systems and permissions

– Identify patterns and barriers

– Promote, embed and align best practices



Pilot 2: Methodology

• To measure Openness, we had to find the datasets

• Data Access Statement (DAS) as central point of 
analysis – only access point/link available for 
providers & institutions

• Overlap with Pilot 1 (FAIR) & Pilot 4 (DAS)

• All used Open Access research articles published in 
2023

• Machine learning tools used by providers to extract and 
refine data to specification

• Checked solution provider data against 500 records - by 
eye



▪ High DAS extraction rates, mid-low 
interpretation accuracy

▪ Machine readability of access conditions –
algorithm couldn’t differentiate ‘on 
request’ from author/repository

▪ Issues with analysing data statements –
especially with multiple datasets in a 
DAS/complex access level datasets

▪ Disparity across disciplines – weak on 
understanding how complex cohort data 
studies, archives, or museums etc. 
store/cite data

▪ Maximum accuracy where the 
researcher used the DAS we provided
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Solution provider success rates for 
Pilot 2: Openness of Data
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What we believe, and how we can change things

▪ Currently unable to produce accurate, transparent and ethical 
indicator

▪ Cannot use quantative tools to measure something that acts as 
qualitative data without controlled language

▪ Underlying issues are more complex than improving algorithms –
it’s language and terminology, research culture, disciplines, 
infrastructure, training… 

▪ Funders, publishers, initiatives and institutions need to speak the 
‘same controlled language’ – need templates and metadata 
standards for data citation and curation



So, how do we effect these changes?

▪ Be involved with the wider 
conversation

▪ Collaborate with initiatives, 
innovations and projects

▪ Engage with solution providers and 
stakeholders, locally, globally

▪ Keep on pushing the envelope

▪ J.K.Merrett@bristol.ac.uk
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