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Figure 62: difference of used and preserved data types 
 

9.2 Preservation - State of affairs 

This report is about preservation of data in any kind. It is interesting to see if there is a match be-
tween what researchers use and what data managers actually preserve for the long term. Normalis-
ing the responses of this question for both research and data management shows some interesting 
differences (see Figure 63). Looking at what is used by researchers but not adequately preserved by 
data managers (see blue peaks of second graph) indicates that: network-based data (such as web-
sites), source code, computer applications and raw data are often not preserved well. 
 

 
Figure 63: comparison of used and preserved data types, n1 = 1366, n2 = 206 
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While most publishers accept the most important data formats researchers use and store, they do not 
feel they are the ones who should preserve underlying data sets researchers submit with their manu-
scripts.  
 
What about the amount of stored data? From the Researchers survey it is clear that researchers ex-
pect a significant growth of stored data. Likewise Data Managers too expect the amount of data 
they store at their facilities will grow significantly in the next five years. At the same time, how-
ever, the percentages of data managers who don’t know what to expect in five years time grows to 
28%. Perhaps this uncertainty can partly be explained by the current storage activities of research-
ers. 
 
As became clear from the researchers survey, researchers tend not to store their digital data at ex-
ternal facilities. The most important storage locations for researchers were personal computer at 
work, portable storage carrier, organisational server, and computer at home. At the same, as we 
have seen, researchers are concerned about legal issues and misuse of their data when it is stored 
elsewhere. One conclusion we can draw from this is that there is a human, psychological dimension 
to the issue of preservation which has to do with trust. This cannot merely be tackled by technical 
solutions. It is another confirmation that a roadmap should include more than these technical solu-
tions. 
 
Whether the researcher’s fear for misuse and legal issues is justified is open for debate. The major-
ity of the data managers, who responded to our survey, claim to have proper data management pro-
cedures in place. There is one exception: policies which deal with liability when data is lost or af-
fected. While we cannot claim that the researchers’ fear is based on a lack of these kinds of proce-
dures, it is obvious that lack of liability arrangements is not helpful in this respect. 

9.3 Policy 

As said, most data management organisations represented in our survey have preservation policies 
for research data in place. The same goes for publishers, be it that they tend to outsource preserva-
tion to some of the data management organisations present in our survey. For 8,444 journals, or 
93% of the journals covered in the publishers survey, their publishers indicate that they have a pre-
servation policy implemented. 
  
Large publishers with more than 50 journals in their catalogue are better represented (84%) than 
smaller publishers with less than 50 journals (55%) when it concerns digital preservation. Amongst 
smaller publishers, a significant percentage of 34% indicates not to have such a policy, against only 
8% among the larger publishers.35

                                                 
35 It should be noted here though that many of the publishers who received our survey through the DOAJ mailing list 
are perhaps not aware that their journals are preserved through an arrangement DOAJ made with the Dutch e-Depot at 
the Koninklijke Bibliotheek since the 1st of July 2009. 

 This means that in terms of awareness, policy implementation 


