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Minutes

Paper 2 / 8

Scottish Executive Education Department: Data Access Panel 
4 September 2006 

Attendees:

1.
 In attendance were:
Peter Whitehouse (Scottish Executive Education Department – Schools) : Chair
Ben Plouviez (Scottish Executive – Information Management)

Susan Kirk – representing Carolyn Davidson (Scottish Qualifications Authority) 
Dette Cowden (Scottish Executive – Office of the Chief Statistician)

Rod Harrison (Scottish Executive Education Department – Children and Young People)

Judith Gillespie (Scottish Parent Teacher Council)

Karen Brannen (City of Edinburgh Council – Education Department)

Alison Kennedy (Scottish Executive Education Department – ScotXed)

Colin Sutherland (Scottish Executive Education Department – ScotXed)
Yurena Sar (Scottish Executive Education Department –IAS) - minutes 

Apologies

2. 
Apologies were received from:
Lorna Hamilton (Scottish Educational Research Association)

Carolyn Davidson (Scottish Qualifications Authority)

Agenda Item 1- Welcome and Introductions
3.
Peter welcomed Colin and Alison to their first meeting of the DAP and thanked Susan for covering for Carolyn. He re-iterated that the DAP was primarily an opportunity to have an open discussion about data access issues and through the exchange of views enable SEED to put in place appropriate procedures for the sharing of SEED held data with third parties. Following the previous meeting where it was identified a lack of local authority representation among the panel membership, he welcomed Karen Brannen (City of Edinburgh Council) as the newest member of the panel.

Agenda Item 2- Minutes from previous meeting: Paper 1/10
4.
The minutes of the previous meeting were approved. Alison informed the meeting that the ScotXed Unit was working with Ben Plouviez to refresh the Data Exchange principles and to consider the implications of SEED’s dual role namely the facilitation of the exchange of data between partners (SEED, SQA, HMIe, LAs, Schools etc) and the provision of a subset of these data to the Statistics teams in SEED for their analytical work.  
Agenda Item 2.1 – Progress against Action Points: Paper 2/1
5.
The amendments to the paper on Proposed Method of Working and the Application Form were agreed.
Agenda Item 2.2 – Scottish Longitudinal Study


6.
A discussion took place on the request for data recently received from St. Andrew’s University (Scottish Longitudinal Study). It was felt that the disclosure control technique – which appears to be based on minimum cell counts – would result in minimizing the detail of the data being provided, and that more optimal techniques exist which allow the compromise between detail and probability of disclosure to be better managed. It was also felt that the ability to track analyses over time and hence assess disclosure across analyses, would be greatly assisted by a more technical solution to disclosure control. The DAP also felt that definition of ‘sensitive’ variables should be agreed with the Scottish Executive. 

7.
Dette Cowden advised that the software available at present is a useful tool for fixing marginal totals and applying regression techniques (for identification of both sample uniques and unusual qualifications on a statistical table).
Action: Dette to offer St Andrew’s University information on how to use the ARGOS software.
Action: Peter to ask St Andrew’s University to advise what they consider to be sensitive information on an education focus.

Action: Peter and colleagues in ScotXed to liaise with St. Andrew’s University on agreeing a timetable for the exchange of data.

Agenda Item 2.3 – SQA data
8.
It was agreed by the DAP that a formal agreement between SQA and the SEED  should be put in place which will act as the basis for enabling SEED to share SQA data with third parties for the purposes of research and statistical analysis. A draft paper was tabled which subject to some minor typos was agreed.
Action : Peter to amend the draft agreement and return to SQA for signing. 
Agenda Item 3 – Update of Educational Maintenance Awards (EMA) data request: Paper 2/4

9.
The DAP agreed that the application for SEED information proposed by ETTLD as part of the EMA analysis was appropriate and the DAP were happy with the approach taking to seeking this approval – papers where circulated via e-mail for comment. 
10.
There was some discussion about the quality of the EMA financial information and therefore the validity of the analysis might be queried. 
Action: Peter to raise this issue with Gerhard Mors (Statistician – Lifelong Learning Statistics).

11.
The panel agreed that feedback would be sought from Gerhard at some point in the future with regard to the use of pupil level data for this exercise.

Agenda Item 4 – Update on Data Access Agreements: Paper 2/5
13.
The work being taken forward by HMIe which is looking at strategies within a small number of schools for dealing with low attainment was discussed. Previously agreement had been reached by the DAP that the sharing of pupil level data – basically the Scottish Candidate Number – of those pupils regarded as in the low attainment group was appropriate. The work was in now in the field and the DAP expressed interest in hearing its progress. 

16.
The DAP moved on to discussing the wider issue of low attainment and comparator schools. It was noted that the methodology for creating comparator schools had been significantly improved over the last year. 
17.
There was also discussion about the access to pupil level data (attainment, attendance, destinations etc) required by the statistical group in HMIe. Previously a data access request had been received which asked that individuals in this group should be able to directly access data held by SEED statisticians. After some further discussion between SEED and HMIe, it was agreed that whilst the sharing of the data would be appropriate for the purposes of analysis, the ability of the SEED stats team to respond to requests for analysis meant that access by HMIe was no longer required. 

20.
Alison Kennedy identified the improved presentation of material through the ScotXed publication strategy and that as this continued to develop in line with the need of stakeholders, the requirement for ‘standard’ analyses would decrease.
Action: The DAP agreed that HMIe should provide a summary of the results of the small scale investigation into strategies for improving low attainment.
Agenda Item 4.1 – GROS Application

22.
The DAP discussed the GROS request for data and broadly agreed that the access to SEED data as specified in the data access application form was appropriate. It was noted that reference to UPN should be changed to SCN (Scottish Candidate Number).
23.
There was however a detailed discussion about the need for information on home language and the ability of the SEED to provide this variable. 

24.
This opened into a wider debate around the role of the ScotXed Unit in facilitating the sharing of data between partners across the Scottish school system (SEED, SQA, LAs, HMIe and Schools) and its role in providing the statistics group in SEED with data for further analysis. The information passed onto the statistics group is a sub-section of that shared by the partners and is only that which is required for the statistics group analytical work. There is a debate about whether third parties should be able to access data held by the ScotXed partnership but not shared with the statistics group in SEED, when the third party has a clear need for these data. The variables on date of birth, full postcode and potentially home language would be in this category.  
Action : Peter would ask GROS to provide more detail on the use they wish to make of the requested data (a basic methodology paper) and the intended role any improved migration data is expected to have.
Action: Peter, Ben Plouviez and Alison will discuss this further and report back to the DAP at the next meeting.
Agenda Item 5 – Scottish Survey of Achievement (SSA): Paper 2/6
27.
The DAP was presented with the letter sent to parents informing them about the SSA, and Peter asked whether the DAP considered that the content was sufficient to enable the SEED to pass on the data to third parties. The view of the DAP was that no mention was made in the letter about the further sharing of the SSA data and that therefore this letter could not be used as a basis for sharing data with third parties. 
Action: Peter to inform colleagues in SEED.

Agenda Item 6 – Plans for Data Access website

28.
Peter advised the panel that the website will go live by the end of September and papers (including minutes of meeting) will be made publicly available on the site.
Agenda Item 7 – AO.B. and Date of Next Meeting 
29.
The panel agreed to meet again on February 2007 and dates will be canvassed nearer the time.
IAS Division
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