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	1.
Terms of reference of the UK Data Forum, modus operandi and membership (Paper UKDF/05/01
	

	
	

	1.1
Peter Elias outlined the background to the creation of the UK Data Forum, noting particularly the piecemeal approach which had often characterised co-funding arrangements for many of the large longitudinal datasets, the difficulties the research community sometimes faced in terms of access to existing data and the need for long range planning to ensure that relevant data resources would be in place to facilitate high quality research on future research issues.  The draft Terms of Reference establishing and governing the work of the UK Data Forum were designed to address these issues.
	

	
	

	1.2
Members discussed the draft Terms of Reference (TORs), noting the following:
	

	
	

	· that various concordats between the ESRC and government departments were already in place or were being established and that these represented a strong foundation for future collaboration; 
	

	· the need to integrate with similar data co-ordination efforts being made across government departments;
	

	· that devolution had had an impact upon the demand for new and improved data sources,  affecting the role of the devolved bodies in the process of funding/sharing data resources;
	

	· the practical and ethical issues associated with linking between data sources;
	

	· that the UK Data Forum should, via its Terms of Reference, have the potential to contribute to the resolution of problems arising from Medical Ethics Committees with respect to data gathering/sharing activities;
	

	· That the TORs should not restrict the UK Data Forum to issues relating exclusively to UK data sources; 
	

	· that the TORs should allow the UK Data Forum to establish principles or guidelines about public funding of data resources and the nature of access to publicly-funded data.
	

	
	

	1.3
Forum members discussed the problem of raising expectations and generating unrealistic demands for data resources from the research community.  While the TORs should be drafted in such a way that the Data Forum has scope to be flexible about future issues it wishes to address, it was also seen as important that the Forum should engage with more immediate issues which would visibly enhance and/or improve research resources.
	

	
	

	1.4
It was agreed that Peter Elias would redraft the TORs, taking account of these comments where appropriate, making specific the task of identifying the uses made of current data, the possibility of switching resources from maintaining existing data to the funding of new data resources and highlighting the need to identify circumstances which promote or interfere with access to and use of data.  
	Action: PE

	
	

	1.5
The role of the Economic and Social Research Council within the UK Data Forum was clarified.  While the ESRC had funded the post of Strategic Advisor (Data Resources) in order to promote a more collaborative approach to the identification, development and funding of new and enhanced data resources, the UK Data Forum should not to be regarded as an ESRC committee.  Rather, the Forum is designed to act as the collective ‘voice’ for cross-departmental/cross-council data development work and to provide the focus for collaboration in this area.
	

	
	

	1.6
Members queried how the UK Data Forum would interact with other groups also engaged in strategic thinking and/or planning.  These include:
	

	
	

	· the Strategic Forum for the Social Sciences (SFSS);
	

	· the Royal Statistical Society Statistics Users Forum (RSS SUF);
	

	· the Council for Science and Technology;
	

	· the inter departmental Coordination of Research and Analysis Group (CRAG).
	

	
	

	1.7
It was agreed that Peter Elias would make contact with the secretariats for these groups and would, where appropriate, seek to achieve integration between their work and the future work of the UK Data Forum.  Sue Duncan would raise the matter at the meeting of the next meeting of the CRAG.
	Action:

PE, SD

	
	

	1.8
In terms of membership of the UK Data Forum it was also agreed that it would be useful to have someone to represent statistical users.  It was suggested that a suitable candidate might be Keith Dugmore, Chair of the Statistics Users Forum.  The Chair also pointed out that there was no representation on the UK Data Forum for private sector data resources and that Keith Dugmore would also be able to represent such interests .  It was agreed that Keith Dugmore would be invited to join the UK Data Forum.
	Action: DR, PE, JN

	
	

	2.
Looking Forward: establishing the need for new and enhanced data resources
	

	
	

	2.1
Peter Elias introduced his paper (UKDF/05/02), remarking that he had found considerable consensus between the groups with whom he had consulted (mainly academic researchers) and with the results of the ESRC 2004 Consultation regarding the shape of the future social science research agenda.  He made the observation that some data resources (e.g. longitudinal survey data) take 5-10 years to reach a stage at which they are sufficiently mature to facilitate research.  Long term planning for the development of such resources is, therefore, of particular importance.
	

	
	

	2.2
Paul Wiles made the recommendation that the UK Data Forum may wish to link with the plans currently being established by the Office of Science and Technology to launch its Horizon Scanning Centre.   Members advised of similar exercises being undertaken by the Scottish Executive and the Ministry of Defence.  It was agreed that Peter Elias would make contact with these bodies and establish the scope for cooperative work.
	Action: PE

	
	

	2.3
Forum members discussed the paper and identified a number of issues which they regarded as important in setting out thoughts on key future research issues and challenges.  These include:
	

	
	

	· preparing to collect information on people outside the labour force, given the increasing size of this group;
	

	· the future role potentially played by identity cards in terms of sampling and survey design;
	

	· the future development of IT systems in areas such as policing, crime prevention, criminal justice and immigration control which produce administrative data which subsequently become official statistics;
	

	· the mechanisms established (or which were needed) to facilitate appropriate linkage across administrative data sources.
	

	
	

	2.4
Sue Duncan raised the possibility that the interdepartmental group (CRAG) was discussing a seminar in the Spring of 2006 to discuss research and analysis priorities from a policy perspective.  This might form a useful link to the work of the Data Forum.
	

	
	

	3.
Towards a National Data Strategy
	

	
	

	3.1
The attention of Forum members was drawn to section 3 of Paper UKDF/05/03, listing eight areas that a National Data Strategy (NDS) could address.  Members discussed the possibility of engaging in a wider consultation before preparing the NDS, or of drafting a strategy as a basis for consultation.  It was agreed that the latter approach was likely to generate better engagement with stakeholders.
	

	
	

	3.2
It was agreed that a small group would be established to take forward the task of drafting the NDS.  Len Cook suggested that Jill Matheson might wish to be involved.  Sue Duncan agreed to explore possible membership from the CRAG.  Duncan MacNiven agreed to raise this with colleagues in Scotland with a view to having a Scottish representative.  Sharon Witherspoon agreed to serve on this group.   Members stressed the importance of moving ahead rapidly on this matter, given the need to integrate with the work of the CRAG and the 2006 Spending Review.  A preliminary date in Autumn for circulation of the draft NDS was agreed 
	Action:

PE, LC, SD, DM, SW

	
	

	3.3
It was also suggested that Bridget Rosewell, consultant Chief Economist to the Greater London Authority, might also be approached.   The Chair agreed to give further consideration to this suggestion. 
	Action:

DR

	
	

	4.
Data Access and Confidentiality
	

	
	

	4.1
Paul Jackson made a presentation to the UK Data Forum on the progress being made by the Office for National Statistics to overcome problems of access by researchers to sensitive anonymised microdata.
	

	
	

	4.2
Members agreed that the procedures being developed by the ONS, in collaboration with the Data Archive at the University of Essex, would facilitate unfettered access for bona fide researchers, whilst ensuring that the potential for disclosure of identities or other forms of misuse of data collected by the ONS were minimised.  The proposed ‘Special License’ arrangements might well serve as a model for other holders of detailed anonymised data; Paul Wiles and Nick Dyson agreed to consider this approach.  As such, the license should be constructed in such a way as to serve a general function for responsible data sharing rather than being viewed specifically as an ONS licence condition.
	Action: PW, ND

	
	

	4.3
Members agreed that it was important to draw a clear distinction between three types of data - those which were non-disclosive and could be made available for research purposes without special conditions attached, those which were disclosive (or which could not be released by a data collection agency for legal reasons) and those which fell in between, for which the special license conditions would apply.
	

	
	

	4.4
Len Cook remarked that the Office for National Statistics was reviewing the categorisation of datasets, but was keen to improve access arrangements more generally.  Paul Johnson added that the methodology division was investigating the development of a tool for the measurement of disclosure risk within a specific dataset.
	

	
	

	4.5
It was agreed that the next steps were to finalise the wording of the ONS version of the Special License conditions as these applied to the supply of data through the ONS and to draft a short guide to ‘Good Data Housekeeping’ for inclusion with materials to be provided by the ESRC to researchers and their institutions as part of the Research Ethics Framework.
	Action:
AD/PJ (licence conditions)

Data Archive (data guide)

	4.6
Members thanked Angela Dale warmly for the hard work she had undertaken, in collaboration with the ONS and the Data Archive, to bring the ‘Special License’ project to fruition. 
	

	
	


	5.
Setting the agenda: priorities for the future work of the UK Data Forum
	

	
	

	5.1
Members discussed a number of issues which were likely to arise as suitable topics for future meetings of the UK Data Forum.  These were:
	

	
	

	Longitudinal Studies
5.2
In his capacity as chair of the National Longitudinal Strategy Committee (NLSC), Peter Elias gave an outline was given of work currently commissioned by the ESRC Research Resources Board or being undertaken via the NLSC.  This included the development work for a Longitudinal Study of Minority Ethnic Groups, a scoping study investigating the possibility of depositing data from the 1990/91 Avon Longitudinal Study of Parents and Children at the UK Data Archive, and preparatory work to commission a comprehensive Review of Panel and Cohort Studies.
	

	
	

	Administrative data 
5.3
Forum members agreed that there was enormous potential to make use of administrative data for research, yet significant problems existed with access arrangements and the possibilities for data linking.  It was agreed that this item would be carried over to the next meeting of the UK Data Forum.
	Action: PE

	
	

	Census 2011 
5.4
Members briefly discussed Paper UKDF/05/04 ‘Census Consistency across the UK’, tabled before the meeting.  The National Statistician and the Registrar’s General stated that it was the intention to resolve country differences in certain areas of census outputs (e.g. small cell censoring) to produce a truly ‘UK’ Census for 2011. As previously, however, there would be certain additional country-specific variables collected to meet local needs.
	

	
	

	6.
Any other business
	

	
	

	6.1
There was no other business.
	

	
	

	7.
Date of next meetings (including subgroup for drafting the NDS)
	

	
	

	7.1
Members agreed that, in order to inform the 2006 Spending Review, it might be advisable to hold the next meeting in advance of the proposed six monthly intervals between meetings.  The date of the next meeting would be arranged accordingly.
	Action: PE
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