DM Vitals: A Data Management Assessment Recommendations Tool
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- Data management “action statements” are created from corresponding sub-
statements with values of “no.”
eval3 "Optimizing" - Implementation phases corresponding to the complexity of implementing each
anﬂtaﬁvelv action are added to each “action statement.”
- Action statements are sorted according to implementation phase.

4

Level 4

Level 2
"Defined"

I Managed"

The strength of the DM Vitals tool is in generating tasks cus- Level 1

tomized to each researcher. These tasks can then be easily Level 0 "Managed"
grouped into phases, creating a data management imple- o Aggregated Results: Cummulative Results for Researchers at UVa.

mentation plan for each researcher based on their personal AE
data |.nterV|ew and subsequent information g.therlng. The Bhoca 1 Phase 2 Phase 3
DM Vitals assessment tool differs from the Digital Curation 4
Center’s (DCC) CARDIO in that its focus is not on consensus .
and collaboration by individuals responsible for the research - Final DMP component values and an overall sustainability grade;
data (PI, IT, Data manager, etc.). - A Capability Maturity Model indicating a researcher’s “grade” on the Data -
Management practice continuum. e —+—FileFmtsDataTypes

Once this tool is fully integrated into the existing UVa SciDaC —B—OrgFiles
Data Interview and Data Management Plan process, it will 2 4 SecStrgBackups
expedite the recommendation report process by providing 1.5 —s—CopyrightPrivConfid
valuable actionable feedback that the researcher can use References: A
. . . . o c Australian National Data Service. (2011) ANDS and Data Storage. Available: http://ands.org.au/guides/storage.html. Last accessed August 30, 2011. 1
immediately to improve the sustainability of their data. Eous

Crowston, K., & Qin J. (2010). A capability maturity model for scientific data management. American Society for Information Science and Technology Annual Meeting. Pittsburg, PA. O Eiaee

Working Paper available: http://crowston.syr.edu/content/capability-maturity-model-scientific-data-management-0. Last accessed August 23, 2011.

l ' I ‘ / E RSI I -! Digital Curation Center. (2011). CARDIO. Available: http://cardio.dcc.ac.uk/. Last accessed August 30, 2011.

0 Information Technology Security (2010). University of Virginia Information Technology Security Risk Management (ITS-RM) Program. Available: http://its.virginia.edu/security/riskman-
IR‘ :INIA agement/docs/ITS-RM_3-0.pdf. Last accessed August 23, 2011
LI University of Virginia Library (2011). Scientific Data Consulting Data Management Home. Web Site available: http://www?2.lib.virginia.edu/brown/data/. Last access August 30, 2011.




