. 2
INSTITUT DE FORMATION ET DE RECHERCHE EN ENSEIGNEMENT SUPERIEUR

Digital / Open / Social Scholarship



Plan of the presentation

* A few ‘catchy’ statements about the emergent phenomenon ‘Open Scholarship’
* Terminology related to OS

2 frameworks in order to better grasp what OS is about

* Web 2.0. tools associated with OS + illustrations of OS practices

* A few assumptions & challenges related to OS

e References and reading tips
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A few ‘catchy’ statements about OS

* “Many scholars hope and anticipate that open practices will
broaden access to education and knowledge, reduce costs,
enhance the impact and reach of scholarship and education, and
foster the develo,oment of more equitable, effective, efficient, and
transparent scholarly and educational processes.” (Véletsianos &
Kimmons, 2012)

« “ .. a scientific paper of the future will be a work in progress—
with different people with different skills and talents contributing
to a body of work sequentially: one has the idea, another turns it
into a hypothesis, another designs the experiments, another runs
them, another analyzes the data, another visualizes them,
another interprets them, another places several such pieces of
work together into a historical and philosophical context and
finishes \N_rltm%‘the “paper” . . . The readers of the paper then
keep adding their commentary, links to subsequent “papers,”
blog posts, media articles, etc. (Zvikovic, 2008)” (Scanlon, 2014)

* “Without departmental and institutional policies for promotion
and tenure that recognize, support and reward social scholarship
practices, they are unlikely to become widespread in academia,
and even with support, some fields may be more likely to
integrate them than others.” (Greenhow & Gleason, 2014)
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“Open scholarship is a set of phenomena and practices surrounding scholars” uses of
digital and networked technologies underpinned by certain grounding assumptions
regarding openness and democratization of knowledge creation and dissemination.”

ﬁ journals

(Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012) Breview,

“Cohen (2007) defines social scholarship as “the practice [. . .] in which the use of social research
=

tools is an integral part of the research and publishing process . . . [and is characterized
by] openness, conversation, collaboration, access, sharing and transparent revision.””
(Greenhow & Gleason, 2014)

“Social media [is] a term often used interchangeably with Web 2.0, to indicate online
applications that promote users, their interconnections and user-generated content
(Cormode & Krishnamurthy, 2008)” (Greenhow & Gleason, 2014)

“Weller (2011) resists a simple definition of digital scholarship but identifies a digital
scholar as “someone who employs digital, networked and open approaches to
demonstrate specialism in a field” (p. 4).” (Scanlon, 2014)
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Framework 1: Scholarship reconsidered in the age of Web 2.0

“In 1990, Ernest Boyer’s ground-breaking essay, Scholarship
Reconsidered (Boyer, 1990), sought to legitimize the range of

academic work being produced. He proposed that scholars work in
four interrelated areas, developing knowledge that addresses DCHOLARCHIP

societal needs: REQQ\ISIDER H)

1) SOD: scholarship of discovery (i.e. basic research)

2) SOIl: scholarship of integration (i.e. interdisciplinary work) | PRIORITIES
3) SOTL: scholarship of teaching and learning (i.e. informed and studied OF THE
teaching practices) PROFESSORIATE

4) SOA: scholarship of application (i.e. applied research).

Pearce et al (2010) and Weller (2011) suggest a conception of digital
scholarship that values openness, or open access, within the four
dimensions: open data, open publishing, open education and open
boundaries.” (Greenhow & Gleason, 2014)

Ernest L. Boyer
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“The first dimension of Boyer’s (1990) framework, SOD, is defined as original research
that expands or challenges current knowledge in a discipline. SOD may consist of

rigorously controlled experimentation, systematic qualitative inquiry, statistical
analysis or theoretical speculation.

=> Reconsidering SOD through the lens of open scholarship values and social media
affordances suggests some powerful shifts...” (Greenhow & Gleason, 2014)

... Such as:
1) Open access and open publishing: 0

Are you submitting your research to a trusted journal?

Publishing in open access journals and submitting publications and data to institutional or ~ "ferememnenes
national repositories.

2) Networked participation: OCD

Use our check list to assess the journal
Maintaining digital presence via blogs, microblogs, personal websites and social networking

DY susm
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“The role of computing and the ability to both generate and analyse unprecedented amounts
of data has significantly re-moulded many arenas of scientific research. The development and
adoption of digital data has led to the establishment of new (sub)fields so that “[a] growing
number of sciences, from atmospheric modelling to genomics, would not exist in their
current form if it were not for computers” (Foster, 2006).” (Pearce et al., 2010)

“Many scholars have found benefit in sharing their data and manuscripts via institutional or
national repositories in hopes of improving research and development (Houghton et al., 2009;
Lynch, 2003) and making tax-funded research (often conducted by public universities)
available to the public (Kuchma, 2008).” (Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)

“Open access publishing has grown rapidly over the last fifteen years (Laakso et al., 2011),
and OA journals have quickly arisen as 1) an option for scholars to publish their work so that
anyone with an Internet connection can access scholarly work without facing traditional
financial, legal, or technical barriers; 2) a means for limiting potentially abusive publisher
behaviors; and 3) a way of returning control of scholarly work to the authors (c.f. Furlough,
2010; Wiley & Green, 2012).” (Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)
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News

About

Open Access Journals
https://doaj.org/

DIRECTORY OF
OPEN ACCESS
JOURNALS

For Publishers APl

Search DOAJ Q

journals articles [Advanced Search]

11,190 Journals

8,134 =earchable at Article level
123 Countries

2,914,603 Articles

Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ)

DOAJ is 8 community-curated enline directory that indexes and provides access to high qualty, open access, peer-reviewed journals. DOA is
independent. All funding is via donations, 50% of which comes from sponsors and 50% from members and publisher members. All DOAJ
services are free of charge including being indexed in DOAJ. Al data is freely available.

DOAJ operates an education and outreach program across the globe, focussing on improving the guality of applications submitted.

FAQs

OARPMH, XML, Widgets
Open Access Resources
Best Practice

Download metadata

Newr Journals Fesd

Latest News

Open Access in the Francophone Global South: Between Collective Empowerment and Neocolonialism

This is a guest post by Florence Piron from Université Laval, Québec, Canada. An anthropologist and ethicist, Florence Piron is a
professor in the Department of Information and Communication at Université Laval where she teaches courses on ethics and democracy.
She is the founding President of the Association for Science and Common Good and its open [...] Read More...

FPublished Wed, 14 Feb 2018 at 14:33

New Sponsorship Model from 2018

From January 20118, DOAJ has introduced a tiered system of sponsorship — a structure which is tried and tested and that, we believe, will
meet our current sponsors’ expectations and hopefully raise our appeal to new sponsors. To make sure that the model remains realistic,
we have tiered pricing for both commercial and non-commercial entities. [...] Read More

Published Fri, 02 Feb 2018 at 13:32

DOAJ launches the DOAJ Best Practice Guide

DOAJ has launched the D0OAJ Best Practice Guide. The Guide is a web resource that provides selection criteria, resources and tools for
the identification of reputable open access journals to support researchers, publishers and librarians in their search of best practice and
transparency standards. it is also an attempt to collect discussions about open access to publications and its development. | is developed
[.--] Read More.

FPublished Tue, 30 Jan 2018 at 11:26

Read more DOAJ news on our news page

SCOSS: faciitating funding for
sustainable 0A

Qur members.
CQur publisher members
Qur sponsors

Cur velunteers.

UPPORT DO. |

® 2018 DOAJ. The DOAJ site and its metadata are licensed under CC BY-SA

Contact us / 15404,/ Cottage Labs LLP
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https://www.jove.com

“Experiments in the possibilities of the digital format are taking place, such as the Journal of Visualized
Experiments (JOVE) in biology, which is a peer-reviewed, PubMed-indexed journal, consisting of
videoed contributions. The idea behind JOVE is that video is a more appropriate medium with which to
communicate complex experimental techniques and that it reduces the time taken to learn and adopt
new ideas. JOVE is an example of the new formats made possible through the adoption of new
technologies.” (Pearce et al., 2010)

jove naonces (@) CEEESN - ]
ABOUTIOVE  FOR LBRARANS wioeo soumat | scence sovesron | pusuis

We Accelerate Scientific Research and Education

JoVE creates the ultimate solutions for advancing research and science education by making and publishing videos of scientific experiments from the top
laboratories around the globe.

By allowing scientists, educators and students to see the intricate details of cutting-edge experiments rather than read them in text articles, JoVE increases STEM
research productivity and student learing, saving their institutions time and money.

That's why today more than 1,000 of the world's top universities, colleges, hospitals and biotech companies depend on JoVE to maximize productivity, efficiency
and successful outcomes

JoVE creates scientific videos for two unique resources: JoVE Video Journal and JoVE Science Education Library.

. .
JOVe video Journal JOVe science Education
JoVE publishes the leading peer-reviewed, PubMed-indexed video Educators and students use our innovative video collections in the
methods journal. Articles consist of high-quality video demonstrations JoVE Science Education Library to better teach and learn key
and detailed text protocols which facilitate scientific reproducibility and concepts and fundamental techniques at the undergraduate course
productivity. The scope of the journal includes novel techniques, level. These simple, easy-to-understand video demonstrations cover a
innovative applications of existing techniques, and gold standard ‘wide range of STEM subjects including Biology, Chemistry,
protocols in the physical and life sciences. The content and editorial Envirenmental Science, Psychology, Clinical Medicine and
vision of the journal is advanced by JoVE’s Editorial Board and Engineering.

Science Editors. JoVE's 2016 impact factor is 1.232.
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“There are a number of modifications to peer review, such as open peer review and
Eubllsh_lng or acknowledging the contributions of reviewers to the final text (Cope &
alantzis, 2009; Harley et al., 2010).” (Pearce et al., 2010)

In 2006, the journal Nature ran a debate and experiment with open peer review, which involved making
articles that were undergoing the traditional process of peer review available on a publicly accessible
server for wider comment, with the reviewers and public comments taken into consideration when
deciding on publication. This trial was not particularly successful, with a low take up by authors and a lack
of high quality comments and Nature subsequently reverted to the former model.

“Review using social media tools can take two forms: explicit review and implicit review
(Cohen, 200

In explicit review, the scholarly work is made openly accessible, and the audience is invited to
scrutinize, comment on or rate it.

For instance, life science researchers recently used Twitter to criticize an article in the journal, Science,
that claimed to have discovered a gene that predicted the human In‘eSﬁan (Mandavilli, 201T). Through
this explicit, public peer review, it was quickly discovered that the methodology used in the study was
problematic, calling its findings into question.

Implicit review is indicated by metadata (eg, tagging, bookmarking, favoriting, retweeting,
page views, download numbers) that can signal the extent of connections the work has
generated; however, challenges to implementation are that feedback may be superficial,
irrelevant, deliberately misleading or derogatory, and metadata may be an inaccurate
indicator of implicit review where people "game the system,” favoriting or downloading
content they never read.” (Greenhow & Gleason, 2014)
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Open Peer Review
https://f1000research.com

FIOOOResearch Q SUBMIT YOUR RESEARCH

Open for Science

BROWSE  GATEWAYS HOWTOPUBLISH ~ ABOUT ~ BLOG MY RESEARCH ~  SIGNIN

k Check f ¢ -
@ Check for updsies il Open Peer Review
SYSTEMATIC REVIEW METRICS
What is open peer review? A systematic review [version Referee Status: ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
1; referees: 1 approved, 3 approved with reservations] 4488
VIEWS

Invited Referees
Version(s) 1 2 3 4

BN Tony Ross-Hellauer ®

+ Author details 1236
+| Grant information DOWNLOADS v v
Version 2 read read read
published regert  regort  regort
i @ Get PDF 31 aolt 2017
Y o .
4 This article is included in the The Future of Scholarly Publishing collection . Version 1 v ? ? ?
@ Get XML published read read read read
27 avr. 2017
report report report report
&6 Cite
(3 Export
Abstract 1 Richard Walker (), Swiss Federal Institute of
@ Track Technology in Lausanne, Switzerland
Background: "Open peer review" (OPR), despite being a major pillar of Open Science, has neither a =% Email 2 Theodora Bloom @,The HIZREE
-_ i
standardized definition nor an agreed schema of its features and implementations. The literature 3 Bahar Mehmani @, RELX Group, Netherlands

reflects this, with a myriad of overlapping and often contradictory definitions. While the term is used < 4 Emily Ford (), Portland State University, USA

by some to refer to peer review where the identities of both author and reviewer are disclosed to
each other, for others it signifies systems where reviewer reports are published alongside articles.
For others it signifies both of these conditions, and for yet others it describes systems where not
only "invited experts” are able to comment. For still others, it includes a variety of combinations of Comments on this article
these and other novel methods.

Methods: Recognising the absence of a consensus view on what open peer review is, this article undertakes a systematic

review of definitions of “open peer review” or “open review”, to create a corpus of 122 definitions. These definitions are Add a Comment

All reports (4), Responses and comments (4)

All comments (0)

then systematically analysed to build a coherent typology of the many different innovations in peer review signified by the
term, and hence provide the precise technical definition currently lacking.
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Open Access: Peer-reviewed publications
http://oro.open.ac.uk/

Home About Search

Open Research Online (ORO) shares the OU's high-quality, peer-
reviewed publications. It features over 30,000 research outputs across
a broad range of OU research from science to arts.

Nearly three guarters of Open University research was assessed as
world-leading or internationally excellent in the UK Research Excellence
Framework 2014,

Where copyright permissions allow, a full copy of each research
publication is directly available from ORO.

ORO disseminates the outcomes from our research, helping to
facilitate its impact, influence on policy and practice and ability to
change lives for the better.

For more information see FAQs.

Search Repository Browse
Search using simple and Academic Unit/School
advanced search options. Research Group

Year | Journal | OU Author/Editor

Atom RSS 1.0 RSS 2.0

User Area

Open Research Blog | Contact ORO Team Deposit your research here. OU academics and research staff may
submit their research outputs to Open Research Online

Open Research Blog Headlines
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“By maintaining a web presence, scholars may express their opinions, solicit feedback,
reflect, share information pertaining to their professional practice, network with
colleagues, reach multiple audiences, and cultivate their identity as scholars.”
(Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)

“We are seeing the development of a "personal brand“ among academics as new
technologies allow them to establish an audience that is complementary to their
institutional one.

For example Open University philosophy lecturer Nigel Warburton has achieved
over 5 million downloads of his podcasts.

Key to realizing a personal brand online is an attitude of openness. This involves
sharing aspects of personal life on social network sites, blogging ideas rather than
completed articles, and engaging in experiments with new media.” (Pearce et al,,
2010)
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Open SOD: Networked participation

“Examples of social media used by scholars (Moran, Seaman&Tinti-Kane, 2011) include social
network sites (eg, Facebook), wikis (eg, wikispaces), media-sharing services (eg, YouTube),
blogging tools (eg, Blogger), microblogging services (eg, Twitter), social bookmarking (eg,
Delicious), bibliographic management tools (eg, Zotero) and presentation-sharing tools (eg,
Slideshare) (Gruzd, Staves &Wilk, 2012). ” (Greenhow & Greason, 2014)

https://www.facebook.com/facebook

facebook

https://www.wikispaces.com/

https://www.youtube.com/

https://www.blogger.com/

https://twitter.com/ Parlez de ce qui vous passionne, a votre maniére
https://del.icio.us/

Créez un blog unique et éblouissant. Rien de plus facile, et c'est gratuit.

Welcome to del.icio.us

Sign Up Download Bookmarklet

https://www.zotero.org/

https://fr.slideshare.net/
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More Web 2.0 tools...
https://educlipper.net/edu clips/518a828346c25ec78400006b

Information Literacy
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Personal brand
Open University philosophy lecturer Nigel Warburton on Twitter
https://twitter.com/philosophybites

’ Accueil A propos Recherchez sur Twitter Q Vous avez déja un compte ? Se connecter v

Vous avez déja un compte ?

Téléphone, email ou nom d'utilisate:

Mot de passe

Se souvenir de moi - Mot de passe
oublié ?

Se connecter

Nouveau sur Twitter ?
Tweets Abonnements Abonnés J'aime Listes ( Sl )
341k 4 967 65,1k 18,8 k 9 >

Tweets  Tweets & réponses  Médias

Nigel Warburton Nouveau sur Twitter ?
@philosophybites 11 Nigel Warburton a retweeté Inscrivez-vous maintenant pour obtenir

#a Roman Krznaric @romankrznaric - 2 h & votre fil d'actualités personnalisé !
Flsrlanci phlloso;?her. /:: lJttI:‘IH|storr‘y o 4 v Why is being judged good for us? I'll be discussing this with philosopher-thinker
P. I OSOE, )'/(.'Intewlekv:er - PI : oso,::j'y @ZiyadMarar on Feb 27 in London, talking about his new book Judged. Join us m
SIS Daking Bools Lol e e ltor @Bloomsburylnst eventbrite.co.uk/e/the-value-of... @londonphilclub

aconanag (@l roevind, @ive Hogks @philosophybites @TomChatfield
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Personal brand

Academic blogger Melissa Terras
https://melissaterras.org/

HOME ABOUT BIO PROJECTS

On endings and new beginnings: My new role at
the University of Edinburgh!

“Academic bloggers for example can o
gain large audiences and through this | g
reach, engage and interact with new kit 4 e
audiences.” (Pearce et al., 2010)

An embarrassment of
Lectures — Videos, Slides, &
Transcripts of my

recent keynotes
Going on Sabbatical....

For Ada Lovelace Day:
Professor Jocelyn Mabel
Peabody and

fictional equalities
From airbrush to filters to
The start of the new academic semester sees the dust settling on a new adventure AL..The Robots Enter the
for me and my family: in October 2017 1left UCL to join the University of Photographic Archive
Edinburgh, where I am the new Chair of Digital Cultural Heritage. I'm truly

excited to have joined a university that has made such a strong commitment to

applying data science into all aspects of academic, civic, and industrial life. As well

as leading Digital Scholarship in the College of Arts, Humanities, and Social

Sciences, I'll be establishing a new research centre in data science, culture and

society (yet to be formally named! we're still deciding... ) which will bootstrap,

enable, support, and promote digital and data-based research in the Arts,

Humanities and Social Sciences. My post is part of an expansion built around the

new Edinburgh Futures Institute: a new university institute which will tackle

societal and cultural issues via data science, and offer a raft of innovative teaching

programmes. In 2021 the EFI will move into its permanent home at the heart of

the University in the refurbished Old Royal Infirmary, in the city centre of

Edinburgh, and it is exhilarating to be part of the team helping to scope out the

direction and implementation of a new institute, with all the opportunities and

challenges it will bring. I've posted a picture of the EFI, above: our very own

digital arts/humanities/social science Hogwarts! (Image courtesy of Bennetts

Associates).
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Personal brand —

. Corinne Weisgerber Corinne Weisgerber [ integrer |
Academic on

SlideShare e The Networked

https://frslideshare o= seademic
. n et / CO ri n n eW www.stedwards edu/directory/employees/corinne-

Gygerver Strategic Social Media Education

0 Associate professor of communication at St.

Edward's University in Austin, Texas where | Corinne Weis g erber. Ph.D

teach the following classes: Principles of Public Associate Professor of Communication
Relations, Public Relations for nonprofits, Social St. Edward'’s University
Media for PR, Persuasion, Research Methods, . @corinnew

Interpersonal Communication, Interactive Media,
and Presentational Speaking. | also serve as the
Public Relations Student Society of America 10f 25 >
(PRSSA) chapter advisor. Research interests:
fvebeen huiymg comgiiermedited The Networked Academic 6398 views

communication and how people form

relationships online since the beginning of my

doctoral studies at the Pennsylvania State

University. My current research interests include Likes (60) Tout voir
new media, pedagogy, and health and visual

communication.
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Open Scholarship, digital identity and networking
https://be.linkedin.com/
Social networking site for professionals

Linked in

Linked [}

Email address
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Open Scholarship, digital identity and networking
https://www.academia.edu/
Social networking site for academics

ACADEMIA LoG IN

Join 59,897,163 Academics

Academia is the easiest way to share papers with millions of people across the world for é

free. A study published in PLOS ONE found that papers uploaded to Academia receive a
69% boost in citations over 5 years.

&+ GOOGLE SIGN UP [ FACEBOOK SIGN UP

About Blog People Papers JobBoard Advertise & We're Hiring! @ Help Center

Terms Privacy Copyright Academia ©2018
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“A second dimension of Boyer’s (1990) framework, the SOI, exists at the boundaries between
disciplines. 1t is concerned with connecting work that can interpret “new intellectual

uestions” arising from complex, societal problems (Boyer, 1990, p. 1?. Scholars practicing
the SOl must be able to critically analyze, interpret, integrate knowledge from different
disciplines and create novel perspectives that yield more comprehensive understanding.”
(Greenhow & Gleason, 2014)

“Reconsidering SOI through the lens of social scholarship values and social media affordances
%%%Ssts greater opportunities for advancing integration work today.” (Greenhow & Gleason,

“For example, adoption of social media globally has facilitated large-scale data sharing and
big data sets that can be mined in collaborative, interdisciplinary teams to illuminate complex
issues. [...] However, research involving big data can also be extremely problematic. It can
oversimplify complex human actions and motivations; magnify data errors when data sets are
combined; create ethical and Internal Review Board Issues when anonymous data are
Bubllshed and then de-anonymized through the interrogation process; and create divides

etween those who have access to big data and those who do not (Boyd & Crawford, 2011).”
(Greenhow & Gleason, 2014) R L e

Desigg ( BIG )} Decide
(DATA

)os
* »
QA
)

Social

....... ErL S

S __,\_ oy
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“A third dimension of Boyer’s framework, the SOTL, is
defined as “stimulating active learning” by
encouraging students to be “critical, creative
thinkers” (p. 24). Scholars of teaching are expected to
“transform and extend” knowledge in ways that push
all learners in new directions (p. 24). Thus, SOTL
extends beyond simply delivering content to describe
a process that transforms and expands students’
learning, their teacher—scholar’s learning and
advances knowledge of evidence-based “best”
teaching practices. Scholars of teaching take a studied
approach to their pedagogy (eg, using classroom
research to inform instructional designs).” (Greenhow
& Gleason, 2014)

“Reconsidering the SOTL through the lens of social
scholarship values and social media affordances
suggests both amplification and disruption of existing
practices.” (Greenhow & Gleason, 2014)
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Open Educational Resources, Open Teaching and Open Courses: =V Ch - e
“The open educational resources (OER) and open teaching movements seek “to
provide open access to high quality digital educational material” (Caswell, et al., 2008)
in a “spirit similar to that of free and open software” (Wiley, 2003) and OA journals.
[...] Numerous universities have made available course materials to the public in the
form of syllabi, video lectures, audio recordings, course notes, presentation files, and
other learning objects. Institutions have also recently begun offering a type of free
online course referred to as massive open online courses (MOQOCs). The major
difference between MOOCs and OER is that the former are intended to serve as
online learning environments that support learners in the educational process (e.g.,
providing feedback, completing assignments, sharing information, etc.), rather than
merely making content available to them.” (Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)

Open
Educational

Resources

massive open online courses
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“For instance, incorporating social media in one’s teaching can facilitate the kinds of
transformative and active learning that Boyer (1990) advocates, leading to higher student
engagement and instructor knowledge (Greenhow & Gleason, 2012). Insights gained as
teacher—scholars situate their practice in public social media spaces cannot only be fed back
into the teaching process and used to improve pedagogy but also foster a new ethos in SOTL
that values collaboration and greater public participation in shaping classroom practices.”
(Greenhow & Gleason, 2014)

“Scholars and graduate students who teach in the domain of technology-enhanced learning
may recognize a useful connection between the integration of social media within their
teaching and the growing importance of learning analytics across the higher education sector
around the world (eg, see Ellis, 2013). Defined as the “measurement, collection, analysis, and
reporting of data about learners and their contexts,” learning analytics can identify patterns
of student behaviors and activity and be used to improve student learning and university
teaching, provide data for program improvement, and support better informed decision-
making, transparency and accountability at the institutional level (Ferguson, 2012, n.p. as
cited in Ellis, 2013).” (Greenhow & Gleason, 2014)
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“A fourth dimension of Boyer’s framework, the SOA, aims to serve the
interests of the larger community through a dynamic interaction
between theory and practice. Through investigation into intractable

social problems, scholars find an application for their unique “skills and 0
insights” (Boyer, 1990, pp. 22—-3). Application scholarship links the other O
forms of scholarship with practice; scholars partner with various V. @
stakeholders (eg, practitioners, policymakers, community leaders) to

apply theory and research-based insights to designing practical i
solutions.” (Greenhow & Gleason, 2014) ol Napuanh

Opening up the bounderies between Academia and the ‘Real World’:

“Academics have been enthusiastic users of many new communication
technologies in order to participate in wider global debates relevant to
their field.” (Pearce et al., 2010)
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Framework 2: Scholarly communication cycle in the age of Web 2.0

. . . . FIGURE 2 The changing scholarly communication cycle
“[Czerniewicz (2013) outlines the ways in

Open processes  Shared and shareable

which  scholarly communication is _Inceased visbilty g, socil bookmarking, protocols, proposls
changing at each stage of this cycle, as, E'p”pl
with the advent of Web 2.0 technologies st eviews
and the affordances offered by digital S Bibilographles
forms of content and communication, bkp'ditndw'gtrej . Data ke cute, shareal
scholarly work can be shared and Notes & & Mutiple modes
communicated by scholars directly into bresenations o
the public domain at all stages of the o » ‘ s
research process. om0 Y R
The 3 elements that come into play at f Bools *
each stage of the research cycle: social .:é:‘re'lptz;p
relations, audiences/users and forms of The “enhanced publication”
communication. Each of these can be g ot
considered in terms of their degrees of “Emmr%pf‘{;t
openness.” ‘ New modes

(Czerniewicz et al., 2014) g g audinces

Two-way process
(e.g. citizen science)
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“Whyte and Pryor (2011: 207), referring to the sharing of resources in their study of
researcher perspectives of open science, suggest that this continuum moves from the
most closed, private management (sharing within a research group) to collaborative
sharing (sharing between members of a consortium) to peer exchange (sharing on
the understanding that disclosure or reuse have conditions attached, between
members of a researcher’s network of peers) to transparent governance (disclosure
to an external party according to a publicly accountable code) to community sharing
(access or reuse limited to identifiable members of a research community) to public
sharing (sharing where resources are made available for access by any member of the
public), with this last being the most open.” (Czerniewicz et al., 2014)
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“A few reasons have already been proposed in the literature that may describe why scholars might not
engage with digital scholarship. First, higher education faculty may be more inclined to use
“traditional” technologies in their practice, such as email, than students (Roblyer, McDaniel, Webb,
Herman, & Witty, 2010), and thereby may not necessarily capitalize on networked opportunities for
scholarship. A second reason may be due to the relative newness of the concept of open scholarship
and specialized social media tools targeting scholars, as social networking sites for academics (e.g.,
Mendeley and Academia.edu) have only been available since about 2007. As with every emerging
technology used in education, it takes time for these tools to be evaluated, adopted, and appropriated
into wide practice (Veletsianos, 2010). Finally, Zaugg, West, Tateishi, and Randall (2011, p. 32) argue
that widespread use of such tools may be hindered because scholars might (a) perceive social media as
an unnecessary time commitment and (b) “hesitate to openly post their developing research lest they
get pre-empted by another researcher or receive public criticism for their still-evolving research.””
(Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)

“Two crucial elements remain in short supply in the emerging field. First, the number of scholars
willing to commit themselves and their careers to digital scholarship has not kept pace with
institutional opportunities. Second, today few scholars are trying, as they did earlier in the web's
history, to reimagine the form as well as the substance of scholarship. In some ways, scholarly
innovation has been domesticated, with the very ubiquity of the web bringing a lowered sense of
excitement, possibility, and urgency. These two deficiencies form a reinforcing cycle: the diminished
sense of possibility weakens the incentive for scholars to take risks, and the unwillingness to take risks
limits the impact and excitement generated by boldly innovative projects.” (Ayers, 2013)
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However... ©

“Many scholars hope and anticipate that open practices will broaden access to
education and knowledge, reduce costs, enhance the impact and reach of scholarship
and education, and foster the development of more equitable, effective, efficient, and
transparent scholarly and educational processes.” (Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)
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A few assumptions & challenges related to OS

(Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)
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Assumptions and Challenges facing Open Scholarship

Common themes and assumptions

Challenges

Open scholarship has a strong ideo-
logical basis rooted in an ethical
pursuit for demoeratization, funda-
mental human rights, equality, and
justice

Open scholarship emphasizes the
importance of digital participation
for enhanced scholarly outcomes

Open scholarship is treated as an
emergent scholarly phenomenon
that is co-evolutionary with techno-
logical advancements in the larger
culture

Open scholarship is seen as a practi-
cal and effective means for achieving
scholarly aims that are socially valu-
able

Are these ideals essential components of the open
scholarship movement or are they merely incidental
to those who are pioneering the field?

Scholars need to develop an understanding of par-
ticipatory cultures and social/digital literacies in or-
der to take full advantage of open scholarship.

Need to redesign university curricula to prepare fu-
ture scholars to account for the changing nature of
scholarship.

Technology both shapes and is shaped by practice.

Technology is not neutral, and its embedded values
may advance tensions and compromises (e.g., flat
relationships, homophily, filter bubbles).

Open scholarship introduces new dilemmas and
needs (e.g., personal information management
challenges; social stratification and exclusion).




“We should consider the possibility that scholars engage in open scholarly practices

for a variety of reasons that may not be entirely noble (Veletsianos, 2012).
(Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)

“We see a pressing need for a critical examination of open scholarly practices, because
the dominant educational technology narratives embraced in the field present an
overwhelmingly positive picture of technology use in education that we believe is
detrimental to our future.” (Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)
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“While technological advances may enable scholars efficient access to up-to-date
information, networks of colleagues, and the potential to connect and network with diverse
audiences, scholars need to develop an understanding of participatory cultures in order to
take full advantage of open scholarship.” (Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)

“Unequal access to technology and/or lack of digital literacies is referred to as the
participation gap (c.f. Jenkins et al.,, 2006). In the context of open scholarship, the
participation gap may refer to those scholars and learners who participate in networked
spaces and are able to take advantage of digital literacies to advance their learning, teaching,
research, and career (e.g., learning new teaching approaches, bringing their research to the
attention of broad audiences, organizing colleagues to tackle important professional issues)
vis-a-vis those who have had no exposure to participatory cultures or who do not have the
essential literacies to engage in such activities online.” (Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)
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“We must recognize that technology, and social media in particular, are not neutral.
[...] Technologies have embedded values and norms that may be in conflict with the
values and norms of higher education cultures, advancing tensions and
compromises.” (Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)

“Given the fact that various technologies are negotiated spaces with embedded
values, we should recognize that practices developing in conjunction with emergent
technologies (e.g., Facebook, Twitter, Google) will be influenced by the embedded
values of those technologies and that not all of these influences may be positive.”
(Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)

“For example, though Twitter might allow researchers to follow one another and discuss topics of
interest, such discussions may go unchallenged if participants are only followed by those who have
similar educational training and beliefs.” (Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)
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“Though open scholarship may offer some clear benefits to improve scholarly efficiency and
to practically address perennial problems in scholarly institutions (e.g., data sharing, research
dissemination), such practices may also open the door to new dilemmas and make some
aspects of current practice less efficient.” (Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)

“Scholars may come to face a personal information management challenge that entails (a)
keeping up-to-date with newly published information, (b) filtering information, (c) rapidly
differentiating between helpful and irrelevant information, and (d) saving helpful information
for future retrieval. In other words, though open practices may make some aspects of
scholarly practice more efficient (e.F., information sharlnﬁ), such efficiency may create
bottlenecks for other aspects of scholarly endeavor ﬂe.g., ditferentiating between important
and peripheral information). To overcome this challenge, scholars need to develop skills,
devise methods, and use technologies to _mana%(e (e.g., efficiently collect, .categomze, and
retrieve) digital information pertinent to their work and their digital participation. RSS readers
and aggregators for example are viable solutions to information management challenges.”
(Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)

“However, merely developing digital literacies, effectively using technologies, and participating

in online scholarly communities does not mean that scholars will necessarily become efficient
or equal participants in online spaces.” (Veletsianos & Kimmons, 2012)
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Interested in learning more about OS?
Check websites dedicated to the topic ©
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eXC h a n g e : l n fO/ Knowledge Exchange’s latest report Our report on Open Scholarship An exploration of the use of digital
. . “Moving from ambition to reality” offers a framework for the work of technology for research and higher
p ro I e Ct S/ p ro l e C serves as an account... Knowledge Exchange as well as... education, to celebrate...

t/open-

scholarship

Find out more d out more Find out more

Presentations, reports and downloads
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eco-system, is very diverse. This enables KEOSAG to look at Open Scholarship from an File type: pdf
integrated perspective.

File type: PDF
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http://www.knowledge-exchange.info/projects/project/open-scholarship

Interested in learning more about OS?
Check websites dedicated to the topic ©
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Interested in learning more about OS?
Check websites dedicated to the topic ©
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Open SChOIarShip Open Scholarship

Open scholarship, which encompasses open access, open data, open > Open Access
educational resources, and all other forms of openness in the scholarly and
research environment, is changing how knowledge is created and shared.
For research libraries, open scholarship offers opportunities for campus
collaborations and new service roles.

> Open Data

> Open Educational Resources

SHARE is a higher education initiative whose mission is to maximize

research impact by making research widely accessible, discoverable, and Want ARL news in your inbox?
reusable. To fulfill this mission SHARE is building a free, open, data set Subscribe >

about research and scholarly activities across their life cycle.

Below are links to information and resources on other key topics in open
scholarship.
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Thank you for your attention

flferome@uliege.be
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