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Responsible Research Assessment (RRA):
The role of RRA in universities and research institutions
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About JINSHA

JINSHA: Japan Inter-Institutional Network for Social Sciences,
Humanities and Arts

JINSHA was set up in 2014 primarily by a group of
research administrators working in the field of social
sciences and humanities. JINSHA has held a number of
information sharing sessions since 2017 as spin-off
events from the Humanities and Social Sciences
Research Promotion Forum that has been held
annually since 2014.

As of January 2021, 9 universities are in the
management body of JINSHA, namely, Osaka
University, University of Tsukuba, University of the
Ryukyus, Kyoto University, Waseda University,
Hokkaido University, Yokohama National University,
Chuo University, Hiroshima University.
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SSH and
Research Assessment

* Research evaluation challenges for SSH:
Diversity of research outputs, lack of
comparable quantitative data,
incompatibility with existing metrics,
research outputs linked to
outreach/societal contribution and
language problems linked to them, etc.

 Then realized that they are not unique to
SSH nor Japan but shared among
research areas other than SSH globally.

‘ That’s how SSH met RRA
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T : Stephen Curry et. al. (2020), ‘The changing role of funders
in responsible research assessment: progress, obstacles and the
way ahead’ RoRI Working Paper No.3, page 7

https://rori.figshare.com/articles/report/The_changing_role_of funders_in_responsible_research_assess
ment_progress_obstacles_and_the_way_ahead/13227914
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What is RRA

‘an umbrella term for approaches to
assessment which incentivise, reflect
and reward the plural characteristics
of high-quality research, in support of
diverse and inclusive research
cultures’

For the same purpose, the term
"Responsible Research Metrics" is also
used.

Stephen Curry et. al. (2020), ‘The changing role of funders in
responsible research assessment: progress, obstacles and the
way ahead’ RoRI Working Paper No.3, page 7

https://rori.figshare.com/articles/report/The_changing_role_of funders_in_responsible_resea
rch_assessment_progress_obstacles_and_the_way_ahead/13227914

Translated and cited with additional comments by Takayuki Hayashi, ‘The status of
research assessment and open access/open science’, presented at 9" meeting of
Sub-Committee on Issues on Academic Journals, Information Committee, Science
and Technology Council, December 22, 2020
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Research Excellence Framework (REF)
~DIEFEFAOAENEZRET, 5RO
MALRBO D DENLEFITIKFET HILED
felRitZ a4,

faam( A T, mAfR . BRES. BAMGY
5D DR Bl h 575 HResponsible Metricsé&
LS ZZiRE,

Many
more
new
actors
and
reports
now!

Responsible Research Assessment:
Major movements

1. San Francisco Declaration on Research
Assessment (DORA) (2013)

The limitation of Journal Impact Factor (JIF)

was pointed out. The declaration recommends

that the scientific value of the research, but

not the name of the journal in which it is

published, should matter and that diverse

outputs as well as impact of research should be valued.

2. Leiden Manifesto (2015)

The Manifesto contains 10 comprehensive
principles and emphasizes that quantitative
evaluation supports but does not replace
qualitative evaluation. Diversity and multi-
lingualism are also supported. L )

3. Metric Tide (2015)

The report examined the efficacy of using
guantitative metrics In the Research
Excellence Framework (REF) which had been
primarily conducted by peer review.

Five principles of ‘Responsible Metrics’:
robustness, humility, transparency, diversity,
and reflexibility were proposed for proper usage of metrics.
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Science Council of Japan (SCJ)
(As of October 2020)
Excerpts from the summary of ‘Aiming for research evaluation
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Based on the past recommendations and reports
issued by the Science Council of Japan, this
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institutions) will acknowledge and engage with these
six recommendations.
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James Wilsdon

Digital Science Professor of Research Policy.
Director, Research on Research Institute (RoRl), the University

of Sheffield

The Metric Tide (2015) , Next-generation metrics (2017)
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The lead author of ‘The Metric Tide’ (2015), ‘Next-
generation metrics’ (2017) and a co-author of
‘RoRI Working Paper’ (2020). The RoRI Working
Paper was cited in one of the presentations at a
recent government committee meeting as it lists
out the latest development on responsible
research assessment and is regarded as one of the
most comprehensive report on the topic.
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Justin Zobel

Pro Vice-Chancellor, Graduate & International Research,
Chancellery (Research and Enterprise) and Redmond Barry
Distinguished Professor, School of Computing & Information
Systems, the University of Melbourne
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Justin was tasked with establishing the
working group that ultimately
recommended sighing DORA and now
chairs the advisory group on the
responsible use of research metrics in the
university.
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) Experience in institutional research in Research Institute for Humanity
AdVISOFy Board Member of DORA and Nature (RIHN) and in research administration in University of the
Ryukyus. Doing research and practice on research evaluation,
especially in Social Science and Humanities.



