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"Arnumbgzrafvreasghs”havérbeen advanced inVEﬁPPéftréf the use of
exiﬁting data sets for further analysis. - At the same time, there
are a number of problems facing any individual or agency which
wishes either to make data available or to use data collected by
another person or égenzy; While a number of individuals and
'aaenéies may be forced to address these issues independently, in
- many cases the issues are so.large as to preclu é é uate solu-
‘tion byran individual or s;nglé agency. In ché;.casisi agenéiés
are gcvering gfauna which has been covered by_gthers,’fréqﬁéﬁtlyr
without the advice and assistance of those others: We each
stért ©out with a unique and éegarate prabiémraﬂ&'attemgt'a
solution within the limits of our skills and resources, without

benefit of the knowledge and procedures acquired by others. -

It is time that the profession as a whole addressed some of these

‘problems, and at the very least provide for extensive discussion

~to illuminate the many sides of each concern.
‘What are these problems?

Ccllect;an of Data

The rules and regulatlgns relatlng to prlvacy ané the prétﬁgtlan-
of Lndlv1duals, as weli as access @f rﬁsearche:s t@ data na, lly
ma;ntained by varlausragené;eg have an lmpact upan the extent

vt@ Whiﬁh,data'can Be ﬂélléﬁtei at ail, and the extent to. whlch

5

'”»yéata céliected fér one purp@se can be made avallab,e to. @thé”

researchers fa: cher gurp oses. Précedures must be . useé which

xw1Ll prétEEL the zlghts to prlvacy of the 1ndlv;duals who -

v,particlgate in résear:h effarts whlle alloW1ag the data tc bé'




T

usearfor a number of purposes. The public, whicﬁ finances the
vast majority of data collection thfeughzthéAtaxes which.suégaft
federally funded research efforts, has the right to thérauéh‘aﬂa
efficient use of the é ta collected Ey those research efforts.
The public ShDuldrﬁGt be aékaa to Eaf for the collection of data
when an existing data set can be usea to answer the réseé%ch

_questions of interest.
" Release of Data

In most inétances thé érinéipalainVéstigaﬁgz is respéﬁsiblg for
'aecisi@ns abont what data to release, to whom, under what clzcum“
stances. - However, a. numbér of forces appear tg be pushlng toward
the removal of such r;ghts and resg nslbllltles from the prlnclgal
investigat@r and their assignmént"ts,gtherfpérsang or groups.

When studies are conducted specifically to inférm policy or to
evaluaté programs, therérmay be a desiré‘far multiple aﬁaljses

- of data sets to more fully elucldate the questions of iﬁtérést.

Bs the cost of data collection increases, more th@raugh utlllza*

tion Bf callecteﬂ data wxll become necessary

Hawaver, priﬁﬁipal'invesﬁiéétgr or committee, marly of the persons
:making such,aécisiaﬁs have limiteﬂ famlllarlty with pass;ble
’praﬂadures fgr modifying data sets to prevent ‘the récgnstructlgn

éf ‘theé sample. DlEEﬂSSlGn of sucb gracedures 15 beycnd thé'sgape'

Fh

of this Paper, but the Lntereeteﬂ reader 13 reﬁerred to several N

articles by Dr. Robert Béruchi

 ?As1de frgm questlcns af mad;fylnq or. dlsguls;ng data sets, there

_}

‘—;E w1de varlatlan in. the crlter;a uaed ‘An rev;ew;ng data fér
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release. Within one research p:@ject;rﬁhérEégiﬂﬁiﬁg Tea;her,
Evaluation Sﬁudg, one principal iﬁvésﬁigatar has indicated a
willingness to reléase all data withgut names, while anéthér
principal investigatafvhas;£§mgved‘ényv&atarwhich;'iﬁ conjunc-
tion wiﬁh étﬁé:{éata, might enable -a” third party to reconstruct
" the sample. ’Estiﬁatgs of the amount of daté thus réméved'frcm
aIGEiﬁalrSata'tapés:raﬁge'fréﬁ 40 to 60 peréeﬁt of the crigiﬁal
data set. va1@uslg, very different zr;te:la are being applied

in these two instances.

{7Aﬁ present, éaéh person arrégéﬁcyrcénsideﬁingrﬁhefréleéSe of
ééﬁé,fs:'fﬁrthgf‘ana;ysas'must defel@p a setféf crit&riaitéabe
used to determine wha£'aata to release. This is often done
with limited knawleégg of ériteria used by other agencies,
C;ﬂfusi@n, ﬁistndérstanéiﬂgs and diﬁfe:iﬁg'liﬁité on the ﬁsabiliﬁy_'

of various éata_setsrmay result from the use of different criteria.

Thé persons and agenc;es involved in the GQllECtan and release

of data need pratactlcn fram misuse. éf the data by pe:s@ns‘
'ganductlng furthér analys;s. ‘Aside frcm the del;berate misuse

of aataF Prcblems may result from analyses, by the sec@nﬂary
analygt, which the prlmar} reséarcner prcmlsed partlcipants

would - ngt be :Dnducted.7 FD: example, partlglpants in the BTES

i  were prgmlsed that nc d;rect e@mParlsans af EchDG7E GI d;strlcts;'
wguldrbgbmgdefr;14wcgl§ consider that any further analys;s af‘
 "théée:ﬁété Whiéh ﬁédé‘sﬁcH §iféét‘§¢ﬁ§éfiS@ns_w;plé Ee éWﬁ§§gse' 

| of the data. R

;;ﬁratectlan Qf the persans ana agencies cgllectlng data alsﬁ

:' g?anleE5 prstectx@n Qf the r;qﬂt Df the lnveét;gater(s) tQ canduct;}}f
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analyses of their data and publish the results of their analyses.
When the research is conducted with report delivery dates, there
may be a number of other analyses that the primary researchers

wish to conduct at the completion of the contracted report.

At one end of the continuum, all data should be re 1 ed immedi-

ately for any further analyses. However, misuse of data may

\I-u‘

esu 1t in harm to the data collectors, from loss of vglﬁnteer
participants to lawsuits. On the other hana, if data are
released only for saﬁe_Qurggges, decisions have to be made about
what purposes. Further, the person éf ageﬁcy releasing éata'may
‘be unable to control the use Gf data once relea sed, so a certain

amount of trust is necessary.

On the other hand, secondary analysts also nead'séme'égﬁsidera—
tion. A proposal to gcnﬂuct spec fic analyses Shcula not be
rejected because it is philosophically o hjégtlanable to thé
primary réseafcher, or begause the primary reséarcher d@es not
belleve that the llne of lﬁvestigatlgn will be fru;tful; In
'éaditian,rin reporting fesults:@f Sécénéafy ana1y5és,1the analyét,
.néeds to" prov;de some description of the data set to enable
,feaders to evaluate the results of the secondary analyses. It
;;SNEEE an accéptab;e sglﬂt;@n to repart that an unspecified data
set waéfused. lsuch,a éfééeauré feqﬁifes implicit ﬁfuét that thé
data geﬁ'waé fauitless, or that thé rESearchers were aware. of
'and took 1ntg praper accaunt all cf the problems of the data set.
. Further, the persan(s) cénductlng secandary analyses Qf éata setsx

':'shguld not- have tD walt for years far aceess tg a 5pe:1flc data

ffset!_ Research questlgns as Well as: aata cgllectlcn prgceﬁuresv




~5=

and research methodologies become obsolete ang, for some pur-

posés, data collected five years ago are inappropriate.

A broader problem in the release of data sets jnvolves letting
peoPle know that data sets are aﬁailabLg;r In gome instances
widespread announcements have bheen made, suCh as the‘rggént
announcement that data are avaiiable f;éi the yational Assess-
mentAgf Eéusat;anal Progress. HDWEver, in many other instances
it is difficult to determine whether a Partlﬁuiar data set ié )
available. A researcher may have little or ho knowledge of
whether data séts exist which are aPéfﬂEriate for théréaﬁéidéraf
tiaﬁ of certain types ﬁf'quéstigﬁg_ Inf@rﬁal nétwaiks éf informa-
tion about data sets aide those who'are palt of the networks but
éx§1u§§ ‘others, While we have not résclvga“glllgf the issues
about releasé of BTES dété; we have. had é few rsqﬁests for data,
all from persons with Airect or indirect involyement in the

research effort,

E sonsg struggllng with these issues at the bresent tlme are
typ 1Ea1ly struggllnq in the dark It is apparént that a. number

of -data sets havye been subjected to analys;s by Pergans cher

than the data collectois, yet there is very little élscus ion 1n
the ?rGfESEléﬁal lltézatufé,abgut the arrangéménts féi'guch trans-
fer Gf:data- I have cﬁéckeérwith’a few,friéhas,ﬁhc have beeﬁr:'
involved in Suéh ethanqé5,.but shcrt gf pefsanal cammunigatibn,

there is little discussion Df the issues’ anDlvgﬂ and approp-

rlate mathods tc préteat gveryane 1nvclvea 1n Sugh a felgasg Qf

'éach Gf whlch ErQVLﬂas pratectlgn fgr ‘one or mgra éf th% gréups

,data-: We at the commission have cans;dered a numbex of optléns,u[ o
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of persons involved in the BTES. However, each of these options
has one or more major drawbacks which makes it unattractive. We
seem to fluctuate between trying to pfavide failsafe pratéctign
that anyone who asks for data will protect the interests of .

everyone involved.

Documentation of Data

When datz se

‘m

ts are not adeguately documented they are of llm;ted
use to secénﬁaxy analysts. The sec ndary researcher is campellaﬂ
to seek answers ta numerous quest;@ns from the prlmary researchér,-

and often to rely on th= memozy Df the persan(s) who :ollécted the

data.

Mast prépasals which ;nvalve the collection of data do not include
a plan or budget for décuméntatlgn of the data set. One of the

prcblems in release of BTES data is . the lack of adequaté documen-
‘tation of the data set and the prgéedures followed to thaln the
 data Set}'inclﬁéing g@lieétian,'"cleaningf!"éﬁd any combining of
'vaata. "In fact, at thé moment, thé:é:is not agreement about what

Zon ;tutes adéquate dacuméntat;@n of -a data set.

Next Steps

A nunber of next- steps are neaesaary ;f we are to mo to a more

m\

QDhéIEﬁtjr of ‘data sets for additional analyses. Given the.

v-presentchStﬁgf; as well as the number of present and predictable
1réstrictian5’éﬁ, the coiléction data, the state of educational
'résearch wguld ‘be well servéd by a move to more extensive use of.

'vdata sets for furthér analys
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Preparation for Release of Data
Some steps can and need to be taken in the early stages of any
research effort involving the collection of data to insure that data

will be available to other researchers for further analyses.

At the start of a research effort, agreement should be reaclked con-
cerning the persons who will make décisigngvabout what data will be

released and for what purposes, as well as the procedures and

criteria to be used. If not clearly stated at the start of a
project, these questions may lead to a number of conflicts and

misunderstandings.

Procedures for sbtaiﬁingrthe informed consent of participants

must allow for the releaée of data for furtherianalysié to insuré'”
that data can be released later to other resea:cﬁersi Thought
must be given to the phrasihg of descriptive materials about the
research effort aﬁd to the types of commitments to be made to
participants at the time of initial contact. The process of
contacting rarticipants at a latéf'tiﬁe to obtain such consent is

difficult, costly, and not always possible.

Thebhuaget and work plan'fcr any data callectianréffart should
?révide for documentation of the‘aata set. 1If a copy of the
défé set is to be made available to the funding agency, a.c@py
of the documentation should also be required. The work of -
d@éﬁméﬁting~th3~data'set should occur as the data are being
callectéa énd prepared for analysis, to thé ex;Ent‘passiblé.
~Any -after-the-fact documentation. increases the possibility that
"thé’dééuméntatian'wilirbe inaccurate or incomplete. While it
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may be easy to describe the instruments used té‘éélléct data it
may be less easy té describe any events during the data collection

which may have affected the accuracy of the collected data.

Discussion and development of a general caﬁseasus about documen-
tation would provide guidance, or at least clarification, of
various documentation issues. It is Particuléfly diffiecult for
persons immersed in the pr .ss of data collection to determine
that thé;r dgcuméntatlcn is adequate, since théy may read mara‘.
information into the written documentation than is actually there.
Furthar, personsrcollecting data for one purpose may ha?e iiffi— |
culty EnV;SlQﬁlﬂg other uses for the data anﬂ the resultant
Aaccumentatlan needs of DthEr users. General aqreament about the

types of do aumentatlan naeﬂed mlght serve té limit some of théSé
thentialrpfgblémsi For ;nstancg, everyene m;ght ag:,; that
documentation should include descriptions of aata'GElléétlén”
instruments, data collection schedules, and procedures f@r,traine

ing the persons collecting the data. Any unusual events which

fo)

occurred during the co 11& ion of data should also be recardéd! 

- However, the definition Qf unﬁsual'événts" may not be clear. If

the data set includes observatlén data collected in public schg 1

class:oomsf than any number of events might affect the data, frcm

a fire in the building to a threaténed teacher strike to a shift

~in the‘;nstructlanal éfganlzatlﬁn of classraamsi The Eersans
“cellectlng the data may or may not have 1nfarmatlan about any of
ithese events, and the events may have. d;fferént ;mpacts on the

770bSEfVatlQnal data.: A-tharcugh dlscussian éf'thé éxtent and

typas Df dacumentatlan waula potentially threw some llght on thesew

j prleEms. "'{I.fq'”



Release of Daﬁa

In light of the varied criteria used to decide what types of data
should be réleased for further,énaiysis, a genefal discussion is
again appropriate. Ideally, a set of géﬁérai guidelines or
criteria, arising from an extensive discussign,rmighﬁrservé as a
starting point for decisions about any particular data-set. The
guidelines would not, of course, berbiniing upon any researcher
or research agéncy; since ‘it is prébablg not égssible tg_dévglcp
guidelines wh;ch are appréprlate in all 51tuat1éns. Even wiéﬁout
the development of guidelines, such a discussion would result in
cansidérati@n and clearer statement of the pr@bleﬁs assééiated :

with release of data for further analysis.

Another graup Df p:ablems which wauld be lllumlnated and PéSS;bly‘
minimized by extéﬂﬁed dlS:uEs;an is the cluster éf problems
related to prav1slan of data sets to secondary analysts while
protééting the rights and commitments of participants and

original researchers.

The discussions might address potential criteria férvdetermining
what data to release. Procedures might.he iiséusseé for determin-
ing when to release data and under what circumstar 2s. Should

“ the primary researcher(s) have some perlad af time “in which t§
canduet analyses and rep@rt the;zesults éfrthgranalyseé?: Sﬁauia»,
_the primary researcher ané/é: the-fundiﬁgfégéﬁgguhafelthé fight -
to stop or deiay release of reports of any énalyses? 'Shéﬁldrthér
.secan&ary analyst be free to conduct any analyses, prav1ded that |

. reparts éf results dg ngt 1dént;fy the source éf the data?
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‘Researchers and persons in funding agencies should give some
thought to piégedures for release éf daﬁa Séﬁse VAﬁQﬁé‘th%
gquestions to be considered éréz wags to prViﬂé Eﬂéwlédgé”abaut
iata sets, ways to determlne that a Paz “icular data set is
apgrogrlate for a spéélflc pu:§asé, pracedures for review af
reguests for data; procedures for providing data sets and docum—

tation and for payment of costs involved.
‘A number of ?r@blems, not adequately considered here, relate to
the E ess of determ;nlng that a partlcu;ar data set is appr@ph

riate té ‘answer specific questlgns gf.lnterést_ When a Sécénaary

EY

analyst has a speg;flc area of lnte:est or research auestign;;in7"

mind, there may be a number t:!f data Sats which pétentlally Wéuld
Vb% aggrgprlatei The process of reviewing the data sets and

- determining which, if any, ;f thém are apprchiate may‘reqque'
the secondary analyst,té feviewiin detail thg das&riptionshcf a
numbef éf.aata—séts to locate the one or ﬁ@f%raﬁpfgpriatg déta
sets. It may be that the absence of data’abﬁut one variable will

make the data set unusable for some purposes.

_Given the pre sent lack of aaéquate procedures for thainingiaata
for furthér analy31s, I hes;tate to even suggest that fundlng
>agenc;es consider whether data - callectxon effarts are néc essary

,,far a partlsular research effért. HélLﬁé'V at some tlme in thé,"
'future it may he*appréprlate tgrrequiré thatfany;prcpesal'far:-

,fundlng cf data ccllect;an effgrts pravlde an assurancé that na

" ;éx;§tlng—;ava11ab;e data set séntalns the appzagrlate or requ;r&ﬂ

ﬂata and that a aata calleat;an effgrt 13 thérefore neaessar§




f;;Qne appraach tg the prgblem Qf pub11CLzlng saurcés Gf data far'"'"

‘”'i‘There are a ﬂumber Qf rales that such a center mlght ELEE- - The

'fgicenter mlght gbtaln and catalague brlef dEEGflPtlénS Gf data‘;

::g{”séts ;ﬁ “the reposltgry are aﬂequate to meet the prnpésed data,';ii

"fjfneeas,VEEV1ew of Erogasals ta dEtEImlﬁE whether data shauld be

>iﬁijDV1dE§f and ﬂugl;catlon af data w;th appréprlatei:

'9<;d;scusslén5 of questlana CQnEEIﬁlﬂg rélease Qf data fgr further’

7fiseveral steps necassary ta aaequately Cén51dér all Qf the VlEW“»

L palnts.i

n,jData Bank '

-further analysls 15 tc establ;sh a center res;on51ble f@r
':faallectlng and catalcgu;ng 1nformat1an abaut data sets.a Sﬁeh*a -
*center wculd mrQV1de l} a saur;e fa: pers@ns seeklng data sets

”*,faz analysls and 2) a méans whereby persgns @r agenclés Wlth

:,data sets can make tham avallable té cther researchers.mjﬂ

- sets, d;rectlng 1ntérested researchers to the agency wh;ch ch—vff,f

‘lected or" 15 stcrlng the data set., At the éther end Qf thE cén-*°q»>3* 7

fas . -

ftlnuum, thé genter m;ght serve as a :ega51tory fgr data sets-»a g'
- task- that mlght 1nvolve develapmant af détalléd aescrlgtlans of

'3data sets, rev;ew cf pr@pcsals ta aet ine whether any data‘f'“°%“fw

ocumentatlan .

'ﬁ:Dne rale that a. center :culd serve ;s that éf catalyst ln

e

'7Fana1y51s., Theré are’ several EQlﬂtS Df v1ew WhlEh need t@ be

;'féchs;d ed 1n any dlscuss;an Df these 1ssues, and there may bé

‘:;ssués Df whatidata shauld be made avallable, what czltar;a shauld

"?b§ uS%§'té-ﬂ%t%:m;Q§ thetdata'ﬁhat shgﬁld'bé,releaseé, what‘canf?;




seria ;; ﬁ :
St' utes adequate ﬂccumentatlgn ’f data,- and what cénstltutes
adequate pr@tect;an fcr thé'va* aus 1ﬂvc1ved per Qn ana”'

agencles_f;:

n, it is time to begin. - -

; - = &




