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Observations and Interests in BRDI Project Planning

(Half cooked ideas for further thinking and discussion)
BRDI Continuing Role in CODATA

Clearly I am supportive of BRDI continuing to have the role of the US National Committee for CODATA.  To this extent there should continue to be a subgroup that on CODATA to keep the relationships with International while also making the connections with the US Data Community of Interests.  

Continuing support to the Data Citation Task Group for the next 2 years as we move from understanding best practices to supporting standards or guidelines for Data Citation.  If we can have a follow-on workshop to look at the standards/guidelines issues, that could be a positive impetus to move the citation agenda forward.  So I suggest another 2- day workshop, this one focused on the guidelines and standards issues.

Funders could be the previous ones:  IMLS, LC, Sloan and possibly EPA and NSF might be interested since they are both moving out in data policy.  NOAA might also have an interest since they fund data centers.  DOE data centers are very involved in data citation issues, so they might be approached.

Audiences would be data centers, data producers, data users, research funders, and standards organizations.
If funds were available, I would be willing to see about hosting in Oak Ridge where ORNL and UT have many established data centers.

I also think we need to continue to follow the developments of the World Data System and continue to see if we need some kind of national coordination.  We need to pick this up from our last meeting with the WDS.  Although BRDI is not an “operating” type of entity, it is a logical place to coordinate the US relationship to the WDS.  Perhaps we need to figure out the right mechanism to do that as the WDS itself evolves.  What role might ESIP or other entities have in coordination?

The CODATA Group (are we a formal entity within BRDI?) should have a special session on this and should make a recommendation to BRDI on the future relationship.  This was on the docket but now should be activated.

