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* Metrics clearly help inform how we think about complex issués
related to open source project health:

 D&I, Value, Evolution, Risk, and Common

* And metrics become even more valuable in practice
» Some metrics are a bit easier to put into practice via software
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* How do we build ways to bring the D&l metrics to practice? \/
* Not easily derived from trace data (if at all)
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Journal of Open Source Software « J O
Arfon Smith o 5%
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The Journal of Open Source Software N @

» Open source software is not easily published as an academic contribution
» Open source software is not easily recognized in cases of tenure and promotion

» How to publish open source software
» Open and transparent submission process on GitHub
« Authors submit links to the software via GitHub Issue
« The software is openly reviewed for particular criteria
+ README
« Tests
« Code Commenting
« The problems are openly discussed and resolved (or not) on the Issue
* The open source software is published
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Submit software for review

A & & Before you submit & & &
A the submitting author, before you submit, iease make sure that you have reviewed the following tems. We promise this
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Submit software for review

A & & Before you submit & A &
s the submitting authar, before you submit, please make sure that you have reviewed the following items. We promise this
will make things go much more quickl during the review process:
= You have reviewed the subimission instructions and verified that your submission meets our submission requirements.
° P 2 structured fike his,

compiles property using this
* You ave included the requi
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" Want to contribute to openjournals/joss-reviews?

Description

take 3 ook at the Open Source Guide.
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xuanxy commented 2 hours ago Member | +@ -

@warrickball, @ipelupessy paper. Al of our

‘communications wil happen here from now on.
Both s top of this thread with the 0u go over
the submission, piease check any items that you foel have been satisfied. There are also inks to the
J0SS reviewer guidoiies

‘The JOSS review s different from most other journals. Our goal i to work with the authors to help
them meet our

issues and pull repository. When
h thread

doing so, please mention
(and what is happening).
o this thread. In my experience, i is better o post comments/questions/suggestions as you come

We aim for reviews to be complted within about 2-4 weeks. Please let me know i any of you

you'l be away for a known period of time.

Please feelfree to ping me (@xuanxu) if you have any questionsconcerns.
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D&l Badging at Work :

» CHAOSS D&l has four focus areas
» We can start by concentrating on two with their included metrics (to date)

« Event Diversity
« Speaker Demographics
« Attendee Demographics
« Code of Conduct for Event
« Family Friendliness

« Project Diversity
« Board/Council Diversity
« Code of Conduct for Project
« Mentorship
« Sponsorship
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* How to Badge D&l Work
» Open and transparent submission process

1. Authors submit links to the D&l work
2. The reported work is openly reviewed for particular criteria
* Published Code of Conduct
* Clear methods for capturing attendee demographics
* Published efforts towards family friendliness
3. The review is performed and problems are openly discussed and
resolved (or not) on a GitHub Issue
4. The D&l Badge is awarded and recorded
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Why Do This? 5o

To showcase the, sometimes unseen, D&l work that is happening in your projects
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Challenges {5,

* Reviewers
» Each badge request will require one reviewer
* Volume

« If too many badge requests are issued, response time and quality
may suffer

* Time
* New D&l metrics will be released via the D&l working group
* As a project declines
» Will contribute to volume issues as renewals are needed
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Thanks.
Feedback and Help Appreciated :)

Matt Germonprez

@germ
rmonprez@gmail.com
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