Defiant Objects: Managing non-standard deposits in Institutional Repositories.
This project produced a decision-making guide to supporting non-standard deposits in institutional repositories, especially those in non-textual media. The guide is aimed primarily at researchers and repository managers working in research-led universities covering a wide range of disciplines; where the rise of interdisciplinary subject matters and methods, as well as the recognition of arts-based research has been expanding the repertoire of research outputs.  These are no longer limited to traditional, text-based objects such as journal articles or monographs, but can include art works, events, films, websites, exhibitions, apps and so on. 
Institutional Repository systems such as EPrints and DSpace have been conceived with traditional research outputs in mind, and often have difficulty accommodating these interdisciplinary or in any case unconventional research outputs.
The project was managed at Goldsmiths, University of London, drawing on expertise developed managing Goldsmiths Research Online (GRO), as this is a repository rich in non-standard deposits, including artistic outputs and unconventional publications and research documentation. 
Questions addressed included: how to identify types of research output and the core metadata required for each type; how to decide on appropriate file formats for access and preservation; how metadata sets map to workflows, and what kinds of controlled vocabulary and standard thesauri can be used.  How support for ‘defiant objects’ can be embedded in the deposit workflow.
Defiant Objects builds on the work of the Media Working Group of SHERPA-LEAP (2009-10), which explored the issues pertaining to deposit of multi-media research outputs and produced a survey of file formats and metadata used in existing repositories worldwide.  The Media Working Group recommended that a resource to guide the busy, non-expert in dealing with these kinds of deposits be developed, and the Defiant Objects project follows on from this work by pursuing two interconnected objectives, firstly: understanding what makes some objects more difficult to deposit than others, i.e. what makes a ‘defiant object’; and secondly: making the deposit of defiant objects easier; supporting the deposit of defiant objects into repositories through a decision-making guide.

