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To enhance the value of all 
digital resources and their reuse 

by humans and machines 

Almost a decade of FAIR principles



Globally unique and 
persistent identifiers

Community defined 
descriptive metadata

Community defined 
terminologiesDetailed 

provenance

Terms of access Terms of use

Spotlight of good data management practices



Beyond data to software, training, instruments, 
AI/Machine Learning models, organisations etc.

Numerous projects and institutional, national, 
international, thematic, initiatives

Required by funders, publishers, and at 
organizational level in all sectors, including:

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41597-022-01710-x

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41597-023-02298-6

Widespread adoption across domains and 
various stakeholders



ChatGPT 5 Edu Image Oct 29

The boundary of responsibility in FAIR data 
management do not end at the frontier of AI 

The AlphaFold breakthrough example

AI did not use raw data, but FAIR data:
● machine-readable structured, curated model of 

data and metadata representing a 3D model of a 
proteins

● available in a standard format (mmCIF/PDBx)
● served in the open repository (PDB)The fundamental scaffolding that 

supports a transparent 
AI ecosystem 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/ai
-for-science-strategy/ai-for-science-strategy



FAIR awareness and use: still work to be done

2025 surveys



FAIR is one of the areas of focus of the University 
Research Practice Programme

https://www.ox.ac.uk/research/support-researchers/research-practice



Advancing FAIR practices: our session

Services for FAIR assistance 
and assessment

ORA-FAIRsharing - FAIR assistance 
for institutional repositories

Editorial Reference Handbook 
and Data Availability Statement 

interventions

Championing FAIR resources and 
practices with the Research Data 

Alliance Ambassadors



Advancing FAIR practices: primary audience for each talk

Services for FAIR assistance 
and assessment

ORA-FAIRsharing - FAIR assistance 
for institutional repositories

Editorial Reference Handbook 
and Data Availability Statement 

interventions

Championing FAIR resources and 
practices with the Research Data 

Alliance Ambassadors

Primary users research 

support staff and data 

stewards

Informative for 

researchers

Primary users research 

support staff, data 

stewards, other 

institutional repositories

Informative for 

researchers

Primary users 

publishers

Informative for 

authors and reviewers Anyone interested in 
connecting with a wider 
group of researchers 
advocating for 
discipline-specific 
applications of FAIR 
practice
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FAIRsharing as a registry

Knowledge in action

Towards AI ready content

FAIR 
Champion



A manually curated, informative and educational resource on data and metadata 

standards, inter-related to databases and data policies - for all disciplines

Curated descriptions and relationship graphs

Adopted 

internationally!

Hands-on, technical step-by-step examples

Write recipes, share 
your expertise, 

showcase your tools

1. Guides consumers to discover, select and use 
these resources with confidence

2. Helps producers to make their resources 
more visible, more widely adopted and cited

3. Powers third party tools by providing 
trustworthy content to promote standards and 
databases



FAIRsharing in numbers

Types and subtypes DisciplinesGrowth since launch

collections

2011-2015

databases

standards

policies

all records

collections

CC BY 4.0 International



The problems we address

It is not easy to identify the appropriate standards, to know which databases implement them, 

and make informed decisions on which standards to use or recommend!

CC BY 4.0 International



1945+ STANDARDS

364+ POLICIES
by funders, journals 

and other organizations

2963+ DATABASES 
including repositories 
and knowledgebases

IdentifiersTerminologies GuidelinesFormats

Standards and databases are the pillars of the FAIR Principles

CC BY 4.0 International



1945+ STANDARDS

364+ POLICIES
by funders, journals 

and other organizations

2963+ DATABASES 
including repositories 
and knowledgebases

IdentifiersTerminologies GuidelinesFormats

● share data from a primary to 

a secondary database for 

analysis, data exchange

● share the same code base 

among databases built on 

the same software  

● implement standards and be 

recommended by policies

● Extend other policies to 

provide additional 

constraints

● Recommend databases and 

standards that align with 

their requirements 

● be grouped together, e.g. packages

● extend or profile other standards

● be implemented by databases and recommended by policies

From content to knowledge: the value of relationships

CC BY 4.0 International



Focus on SSH: standards and databases numbers and maturity

IdentifiersTerminologiesGuidelines Formats

79 

66 

21 

4 

146

22

0

2

Total of 56 standards 
implemented by at 
least 1 database

Out of which 29 are 
terminologies 

170 standards

CC BY 4.0 International



To curate the descriptions 
and visualise the relations of 

their databases and the 
data/metadata standards the 

clusters implement 

Collection URL: fairsharing.org/graph/6457 (partial screenshot); 
each record has a DOI  

Working with the European Life Science research infrastructure



Collection URL: fairsharing.org/graph/3515; 
each record has a DOI 

Working with the European Astronomy research infrastructure



CC BY 4.0 International

REPOSITORIES 21STANDARDS 45

Collecting standards and repositories developed to enable 
reporting/sharing of AI R&D



TerminologiesGuidelines Formats

4 9 

32 

As of today 45 standards

41

4

Only 5 standards are implemented by 
at least 1 repository

REPOSITORIES 20

Collecting standards and repositories developed to enable 
reporting/sharing of AI R&D

https://fairsharing.org/AIResources 

CC BY 4.0 International



Associated with the FAIRsharing RDA WG

Since 2022, FAIRsharing supports and is 
supported by its Community Champions who 
gain recognition, professional development 
and influence by contributing to one or more: 

● curation activities
● gap analysis
● educational provision blog.fairsharing.org/?p=1086

Community Champions: 27 active and 24 alumni

CC BY 4.0 International
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Building the knowledge base to enable 
service provision and tool integration

New discovery, categorisation, and querying routes are available via technical and 

curatorial updates

● Facilitating the creation and evaluation of content via FAIRsharing 

integrations (DMPs, FAIR assistance, and more) by the research community

● Making key FAIR-enabling qualities more explicit and comparable by both 

humans and machines

● Fostering higher connectivity among tools in the FAIR data ecosystem

CC BY 4.0 International



https://ds-wizard.org; read more at https://elixiruknode.org/blog/2024/joining-up-the-research-data-management-dots 

Powering and informing data stewardship/management tools

Decision-making and selection is facilitated 
for the users of these tools (e.g. when 
identifying databases to share their digital 
objects in their DMP, or assessing is they are 
using the appropriate standards to annotate 
their data). This collaboration improves:
● Identifiability
● Connectivity
● Machine actionability

CC BY 4.0 International



https://ds-wizard.org; read more at https://elixiruknode.org/blog/2024/joining-up-the-research-data-management-dots 

Powering and informing data stewardship/management tools

CC BY 4.0 International



In every FAIRy tale there is a problem

● FAIR is a set of principles, not a standard
● The narrative is insufficient to circumscribe 

the valid mechanism to achieve the 
behaviours they describe

● There is no universal FAIRness concept

Nevertheless, we need to trust claims such as 

“I am FAIR”, or “My data is FAIR”, or “My repository enables FAIR”

CC BY 4.0 International



The problem is socio-technical

Tests used and the results 
are inconsistent, and 

not comparable

● Mostly questionnaires, few are (semi)automated
● They use distinct, often subjective ways of measuring 

FAIRness 
● We lack

○ a common reference model for metrics and 
(semi)automated, reproducible FAIR tests 

○ a governance model to review and adopt new 
ones, to ensure quality, relevance,  value and 
trust

As of Feb 2026, there are 
32 independent tools , for 

evaluation, assessment, 
assistance; list at 

https://fairassist.org/tools

https://fairassist.org/tools

CC BY 4.0 International

https://fairassist.org/tools


● Mostly questionnaires, few are (semi)automated
● They use distinct, often subjective ways of measuring 

FAIRness 
● We lack

○ a common reference model for metrics and 
(semi)automated, reproducible FAIR tests 

○ a governance model to review and adopt new 
ones, to ensure quality, relevance,  value and 
trust

Addressing the bases for the 
differences in FAIR measurement

zenodo.org/doi/10.5281/zenodo.10490288zenodo.org/record/7463421

The problem is socio-technical

https://fairassist.org/tools

CC BY 4.0 International

https://fairassist.org/tools


FAIR assistance/assessment framework

● This framework is targeted at developers, who are implementing it in their tools/services

○ while the process should be seamless and invisible to researchers and research-supporting 

professionals, the results should be transparent and informative to them

● The following example illustrates how the framework is used to assess “compliance to a specific 

terminology required by the photon and neutron community”

docs.ostrails.eu

CC BY 4.0 International



DIMENSION

BENCHMARKMETRIC

FAIR Principles R1.3
(meta)data meet 
domain-relevant community 
standards

Requires the use of PaNET 
terminology for 
experimental topics

The set of metrics that define the 
specific implementation of FAIR for 
the PaNOSC community, including 
compliance with PaNET 
terminology for topic

Example: compliance with a community vocabulary

CC BY 4.0 International



DIMENSION

BENCHMARKMETRIC

FAIR Principles R1.3
(meta)data meet 
domain-relevant community 
standards

Requires the use of PaNET 
terminology for 
experimental topics

The set of metrics that define the 
specific implementation of FAIR for 
the PaNOSC community, including 
compliance with PaNET 
terminology for topic

Example: compliance with a community vocabulary

Metric record is linked to 

the PaNET record

10.25504/FAIRsharing.a08d34doi.org/10.25504/FAIRsharing.a08d34

https://doi.org/10.25504/FAIRsharing.a08d34


DIMENSION

BENCHMARKMETRIC

TEST
Code that checks a dataset 
is tagged with terms from 
PaNET terminology

FAIR Principles R1.3
(meta)data meet 
domain-relevant community 
standards

Requires the use of PaNET 
terminology for 
experimental topics

The set of metrics that define the 
specific implementation of FAIR for 
the PaNOSC community, including 
compliance with PaNET 
terminology for topic

Example: compliance with a community vocabulary

10.25504/FAIRsharing.a08d34doi.org/10.25504/FAIRsharing.a08d34

{ iri = 
“https://purl.org/pan-science/PaNET/PaNET01088” }

https://doi.org/10.25504/FAIRsharing.a08d34


DIMENSION

BENCHMARKMETRIC

TEST RESULT

TEST
Code that checks a dataset 
is tagged with terms from 
PaNET terminology

FAIR Principles R1.3
(meta)data meet 
domain-relevant community 
standards

Requires the use of PaNET 
terminology for 
experimental topics

The set of metrics that define the 
specific implementation of FAIR for 
the PaNOSC community, including 
compliance with PaNET 
terminology for topic

Example: compliance with a community vocabulary

SCORING 
ALGORITHM

BENCHMARK SCORE

Pass or fail or indeterminate, 
appropriate guidance is returned

Weights and conditions 
applied, final result created

Provides weightings for test 
results, guidance for all 
possible results, and links to 
test endpoints

CC BY 4.0 International



Powering and informing FAIR education, assistance/assessment

● Defining an open, transparent framework,  

generic and extendable to disciplines, and 

supporting services, which any tool can re-use

● Work with EOSC clusters and national pilots, 

to address as many use cases as possible

CC BY 4.0 International



● Piloting and customising the FAIR 

assistance/assessment procedure for Oxford 

institutional data repository (ORA)

● Test and validate the approach with other institutional 

data repositories, via UKRN and other collaborations 

Powering and informing FAIR education, assistance/assessment

● Defining an open, transparent framework,  

generic and extendable to disciplines, and 

supporting services, which any tool can re-use

● Work with EOSC clusters and national pilots, 

to address as many use cases as possible

CC BY 4.0 International
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FAIRsharing content is FAIR 
and AI-ready

FAIRsharing provides humans and tools 
with access to trustworthy content to 

support and enable management tasks 

CC BY 4.0 International



FAIRsharing content is FAIR 
and AI-ready

In collaboration with the AI Competency 
Centre, which supports projects across the 

University to enable deployment of commercial 
AI tools in a controlled and secure environment

Exploring AI to make more 
use of the knowledge base

● Chatbots for functionality and content

● Aid for the curation process

● Coding help

● Creation of educational material

● Dynamic content visualisation via 

AI-generated websites/applications

FAIRsharing provides humans and tools 
with access to trustworthy content to 

support and enable management tasks 



Get in touch with ideas for collaborations and partnerships 

fairsharing.org/educational CC BY 4.0 International



RDA FAIRsharing WG Chairs 

● Graham Smith, Springer Nature

● Holly Murray, Health Data Research UK

● Peter McQuilton, GSK

● Rebecca Grant, Taylor and Francis

● Simon Hodson, CODATA

● Allyson Lister, Uni of Oxford 

● Susanna-A Sansone,  Uni of Oxford

Operational Team

fairsharing.org/communities#governance

Léa Girard

Curator

Community Champions

FAIRsharing is a service based at the University of Oxford, and anchored 
to the activities of the University Research Practice Programme

Stakeholder Advisors

● Adam Leary, Oxford University Press

● Catriona MacCallum, Wiley

● Dagmar Meyer, European Research Council, Executive Agency

● David Carr, Global Biodata Coalition

● Emma Ganley, Protocols.io

● Geraldine Clement-Stoneham, Medical Research Council

● Graham Smith, Springer Nature

● Ishwar Chandramouliswaran, NIH Office of Data Science Strategy

● Kiera McNiece, Cambridge University Press

● Lauren Cadwallader, PLoS

● Marta Teperek, Open Science NL

● Michael Ball, Medical Research Council

● Matthew Cannon, Taylor and Francis

● Nick Everitt, Taylor and Francis

● Peter McQuilton, (FAIRsharing Founding Member), GSK

● Rebecca Grant, Taylor and Francis

● Richard Brown, BBSRC UKRI

● Sarah Callaghan, Research Strategy & Policy Unit, University of Oxford

● Sarah Stewart, University of Westminster

● Scott Edmunds, GigaScience, Oxford University Press

● Simon Hodson, CODATA

● Theo Bloom, British Medical Journal

● Thomas Lemberger, EMBO Press

● Varsha Khodiyar, Independent Expert

● Wei-Mun Chan, eLife

Acknowledgements 
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ORA-FAIRsharing - FAIR assistance for 
institutional repositories

Tom Mitchell, Open Access Service Manager, Bodleian Libraries | ORCiD: 0009-0007-5451-0486
Dan Crane, Head of Research Data Management, Bodleian Libraries | ORCiD: 0000-0002-7197-0974

https://orcid.org/0009-0007-5451-0486
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7197-0974
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Understanding FAIR

Question: "How familiar are you 
with the FAIR data principles?"

https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.30823079

The State of Open Data – a longitudinal analysis of researchers' attitudes towards and experiences of 

open data (now in its 10th year)

https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.30823079


How can libraries support researchers to make outputs as 

findable, understandable and useful as possible?

Supporting FAIR

● Encourage depositing datasets in stable, 

well-structured environments (e.g. data repositories)

● Create useful records with consistent metadata and 

documentation

● Link to related outputs, creators, institutions and 

funding, with persistent identifiers 

(e.g. DOIs, ORCIDs, RORs)



A long-standing collaboration

FAIRsharing and the Bodleian Libraries

● Creating DOIs for FAIRsharing items, via the Bodleian 

DOI Service

● Supporting FAIRsharing’s preservation and disaster 

recovery plan 

● Encourage the creation of FAIRsharing records for 

relevant items in ORA

● FAIR Champions

● And now… assessing FAIR-ness of datasets in ORA

https://blog.fairsharing.org/?p=1012

https://blog.fairsharing.org/?p=1012


A collaborative project between the Bodleian Libraries and FAIRsharing, part 

of the University’s Research Practice Programme

Aims:

● Offer a scalable solution to support Oxford researchers to share 

FAIR digital objects in ORA

● Meet requirements of funders

● Contribute to the support of open research

Assessing FAIR-ness of datasets in ORA



How?

● Operationalise a FAIR assessment process on research datasets made 

available or recorded within ORA, by: 

○ integrating the two systems to enable ORA to access the relevant 

FAIRsharing functionalities and content

○ benchmarking to define a ‘score’ of ‘FAIRness’ 

○ showing how and at which level FAIR compliance is met, 

delivering guidance and examples to researchers

● Potential to define a model as an exemplar service for other 

institutional repositories 

Assessing FAIR-ness of datasets in ORA



https://go-fair.org/fair-principles
© GO FAIR used under a CC BY 4.0 licence

Benchmarking 

1. Understand the 
principles

https://go-fair.org/fair-principles


1. Understand the 
principles

2. Explore application 
of principles to ORA

Benchmarking 



1. Understand the 
principles

2. Explore application 
of principles to ORA

3. Compare to generic 
metrics

https://fairsharing.org/2326
© FAIRsharing used under a CC BY SA 4.0 licence

Benchmarking 

https://fairsharing.org/2326


1. Understand the 
principles

2. Explore application 
of principles to ORA

3. Compare to generic 
metrics

4. Draft a narrative 
document

Benchmarking 



1. Understand the 
principles

2. Explore application 
of principles to ORA

3. Compare to generic 
metrics

4. Draft a narrative 
document

5. Begin test 
development

Benchmarking 

https://fairsharing.org/7598
© FAIRsharing used under a CC BY SA 4.0 licence



1. Finding existing alignment 
with FAIR principles

How will this help? 
F4: ORA records are searchable within ORA 

and also indexed by major web search 
engines, helping people to discover research 

outputs such as datasets.

A1.2: ORA metadata is openly accessible, 
with no authorisation/authentication 

requirements.



1. Finding existing alignment 
with FAIR principles

2. Developing our systems to 
improve FAIRness

How will this help? 

ARK
Identifiers

JSON-LD



1. Finding existing alignment 
with FAIR principles

2. Developing our systems to 
improve FAIRness

3. Identify areas where we 
can encourage depositors to 
make their own data more 

FAIR

How will this help? 

FAST 
Subject 

Headings

Related 
Items



Funded by the European Union.
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Editorial Reference Handbook and Data Availability 
Statement interventions
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Agenda
• Introduction to T&F as an associate partner on TIER2

• Editorial Reference Handbook (piloted with 19 journals, 11 publishers, incl. T&F)

o What is the problem?

o What did we do? 

o What are the outcomes?

• DAS Intervention (piloted with T&F)

o What is the problem?

o What did we do? 

o What are the outcomes?

• Questions



Introduction to Taylor & Francis

• Global publisher of books and journals
• 2,500 journals across medicine, science & technology, social 

sciences and humanities & arts portfolios
• Open Science team since 2009
• Role is to set policies, practices and innovative pilots in 

relation to open science 
• Invited to join TIER2 as an associate partner



Editorial Handbook: what was the problem?

• Increasingly researchers required to share research objects 
by funders, institutions and journal policies (data, code, 
media etc)

• Over time journals/publishers have created processes for 
checking these objects, but not consistent at ensuring FAIR 
principles and metadata best practice

• Lack of consistency was confusing for authors 



Editorial Handbook: what did we do?

• Identified best-in-class checklists to confirm what should be 
checked

• Ran workshops with publishers to agree:
• What roles do publishers have in-house to facilitate checks
• When is the right time to make each check

• We matched a check, to a role, to a point in the workflow





Editorial Handbook: checklist elements
Digital Object–Level Checks:

• Valid, resolvable identifier
• Acceptable licence as per journal policies
• Open access, or valid justification for controlled 

access
• Peer‑review access if not open
• Deposited in appropriate repository (domain-specific 

or acceptable generalist repo); in-house journal 
whitelists, community-developed recommendations, 
or FAIRsharing content are exemplar options

• Anonymisation (as relevant)
• Ethics committee approval evidence, (as relevant)
• Use of domain-specific metadata format (as 

relevant)
• Metadata completeness per community standards 

(as relevant)
• Citation of the digital object in the article’s 

References
All elements must be marked Pass, Fail, or N/A. Fails trigger corrective 
workflows, as described within the Handbook Guidance and as per 
journal and/or publisher policies https://publishers.fairassist.org/, partial view of the flowchart

https://publishers.fairassist.org/


Operationalise some checks via FAIRsharing, e.g.:

F1000 registers their data 
policy with FAIRsharing

F1000 recommends 
the use of EVA, 
among others

EVA uses the Variant Cell 
Format. Check for its use 
within the manuscript.



• 6 journals (190 manuscripts) participated in the intervention

• Participants reported that the Handbook met their needs overall, noting that
o journals had assumed a more active role in assessing the quality of digital objects, and 
o policies had been strengthened as a result

27 elements 
across 6 journals:

avg 4/13 
implemented

Element 1

Average number of 
implemented checklist elements Implemented by all participants

Before 
intervention

Before 
intervention

Editorial Handbook intervention: outcomes



• 6 journals (190 manuscripts) participated in the intervention

• Participants reported that the Handbook met their needs overall, noting that
o journals had assumed a more active role in assessing the quality of digital objects, and 
o policies had been strengthened as a result

27 elements 
across 6 journals:

avg 4/13 
implemented

58 elements 
across 6 journals:

avg 9/13 
implemented

Element 1 Element 1

Element 2

Element 4

Element 6

Element 8

Element 9

Average number of 
implemented checklist elements Implemented by all participants

Before 
intervention

After
intervention After

intervention
Before 

intervention

Editorial Handbook intervention: outcomes



Recommendations

1. Implement the Handbook and its checklist 
as fully as possible across your journals

2. Register your journal or publisher-level 
policy for digital objects with FAIRsharing

3. Invest in your in-house capability and 
capacity

4. Champion the research culture in your 
organisation and beyond

Acknowledgements

Preprint: https://doi.org/10.31222/osf.io/9vujt_v2
Publication under review  

https://doi.org/10.31222/osf.io/9vujt_v2


DAS Intervention: what was the problem?

• Access to data behind a research paper is crucial for a number of reasons – it gives readers trust in the results 
they are reading, it enables verification, replication and potentially reproducibility 

• From a publisher side, knowledge of best-practices around research data sharing are not consistent or equal 
across all researchers globally. We see certain subject areas and geographies where skill levels are higher than 
others.  

• We set minimum requirements for researchers submitting to journals via a data sharing policy. These need to be 
across a spectrum to meet a journal community where they are.  

• One of the policies is known as Share Upon Request; where readers would request access to the data directly 
from the authors. But research into the effectiveness has shown that it is not guaranteed that authors always 
share, based on a number of factors.  

We wanted to see if we could design an intervention on journals that offered a 
SURR policy, to increase proactive data sharing 



DAS Intervention: what we did do?

• We wanted to see if we could influence authors of papers in 
journals with a share upon request policy 

• We designed an RCT to test the impact of an email to authors 
with the benefits of sharing data at the point their paper was 
returned to them to make improvements following peer 
review and a ‘revise’ decision. 

• We did this across six T&F journals, looking at 600+ papers 



- Over 600 papers in the 
dataset

- Range of actions taken by 
authors around DAS in both 
intervention and control 
groups

- Effects on the intervention 
group are not significant, but 
still finalising outcomes

- Will be sharing final results as 
a research paper

DAS Intervention: outcomes



Overall conclusion from both pilots

• Publishers are taking proactive action to increase adoption of FAIR 
principles by researchers

• Easier to influence own practices – and the Reference Handbook 
pilot shows they can be effective

• DAS pilot shows that incentives and influencing behaviour are more 
complicated. Working within systems/processes not designed for 
branching/testing limits the scope of what is possible.

• T&F has made a positive contribution to success of TIER2 and made 
mutually beneficial connections along the way



Championing FAIR resources and practices with the RDA Ambassadors

Beth Knazook, DRI | ORCiD: 0000-0003-3108-3921
Allyson Lister, University of Oxford | ORCiD: 0000-0002-7702-4495
Daniel Manrique-Castano, DRA of Canada | ORCiD: 0000-0002-1912-1764

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3108-3921
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7702-4495
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1912-1764


in a Nutshell



What is the RDA?
The RDA is an international member-based 
organisation focused on the development of 
infrastructure and community activities that 
reduce barriers to data sharing and 
accelerate data-driven innovation worldwide.

15,000+ members

150+ countries

Researchers, scientists, 
data professionals

Different disciplines, domains, 
thematic fields 



What do RDA members do? 

Create and join 
community-driven 

RDA groups

Collaborate 
across

 the globe

Tackle infrastructure 
and data sharing 

challenges

Exchange 
knowledge and 

share discoveries

Discuss barriers and 
potential solutions

Explore and define 
policies

Test and harmonise 
standards

Enhance and 
facilitate global data 
sharing and reuse



Join groups and collaborate!
129 active working and interest groups, making it easy to contribute 

according to your interests



Comparative analysis of Irish data policies in 
FAIRsharing

https://public.flourish.studio/story/2890572/

Beth Knazook, Digital Repository of Ireland
b.knazook@ria.ie

https://public.flourish.studio/story/2890572/
mailto:b.knazook@ria.ie


Who are the RDA Ambassadors?
Supporting engagement in Open Research





RDA Ambassadors 
Coordination 

Group
● Supporting cross-community exchange in monthly 

meetings
● Building the networking potential of RDA through 

informational guides, newcomer-focused activities, & 
opportunities to speak at events

● Developing shared, reusable promotional material 
that can be used by anyone



Name: Allyson Lister
Area of work: Cross disciplinary, RDM

I am an ambassador for…

Standards, repositories and policies, with 
a focus on their curation  and 
discoverability across the RDM 
ecosystem.

Some examples of what I do as an 
ambassador…

Outreach and advocacy for good FAIR 
practices. 

Management of the FAIRsharing Community 
Champion Programme, where Champions 
gain recognition, professional development and 
influence by contributing to: 

● curation activities
● gap analysis
● educational provision 

What would help me in the future is…

Diverse expertise: Join the RDA to help us 
align international RDM outputs with the 
needs of local universities / research 
communities.

Strategic voices for our Coordination 
Group: Help us shape how the Ambassador 
program grows and engages with the RDA 
and beyond.

What I would tell others thinking about 
becoming an ambassador…

● Influence direction by joining our 
Coordination Group

● Shape global RDM rather than just 
implementing it

● Create a direct link between your 
university and the global RDA community

blog.fairsharing.org/?p=1086 
https://fairsharing.org/community_champions 

http://blog.fairsharing.org/?p=1086
https://fairsharing.org/community_champions


Name: Daniel Manrique-Castano
Area of work: RDM, Biomedicine

I am an ambassador for…

Promoting open and responsible scientific 
practices based on research data 
management competencies  

Some examples of what I do as an 
Ambassador… 

- Advocacy for training/incorporation of 
good scientific practices in research.
- Training in technical skills to manage 
and document research projects.
- Development of open curation tools to 
improve curation capacity and enhance 
curation workflows.

What would help me in the future is…

Build a network of researchers and data 
managers supporting open and 
responsible science practices in diverse 
escenarios.  

What I would tell others thinking about 
becoming an ambassador…

- Building a community to strength the 
impact of RDA in research and RDM 
community.



Learn more about the Ambassadors:
https://www.rd-alliance.org/disciplines/rda-domain-ambassadors/

https://www.rd-alliance.org/disciplines/rda-domain-ambassadors/
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