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The Story of DANCE

• Federal Reserve Board uses LOTS of data, 

much of it purchased from private vendors.

• In 2005, created a basic database to hold the 

inventory of vendor data – the Data and 

News CataloguE (DANCE).

• Fairly basic metadata needs – started with 

homegrown tags but then adapted Dublin 

Core for most fields.

• Very successful!  Full participation from 

across the Board.



“Browsing” the catalog



Sample entry



Success has its price

• Metadata fields proved too limited – need 

more information on storage, access, usage 

rights.

• Coverage was too limited – a lot of the data 

we use is publicly available (not purchased) 

and wasn’t covered in DANCE.

• Redesign begins: increase amount of 

information per entry.  Subsequent decision 

to increase coverage.

• Some parts were easier than others!



Stage 1: Increasing the fields

• Needed information on the following:

– Storage:  Where do the data live? In what 

packages/formats are they stored?

– Access: How to get to the data?  Are there 

special security restrictions?

– Usage: What can we do with the data? Can 

we store them?  Merge them with other 

data? Do we need special permission for 

publication or redistribution? 



Stage 1: Continued

– Production: When do we get the data?  

How do we load it?

– Administration: Who bought it? How much 

does it cost? What are the contract dates?

• Number of metadata fields increased from 16 

to 85.

• No longer constrain fields to be unique: e.g. 

Location, Vendor Contacts and Internal 

Contacts allow multiple values.



Are we done?  Not really.

• Old catalog had a few purchased macro data 

sets but old fields presented no problem.

• New fields didn’t really fit macro data well 

but as a small minority of datasets it was not 

really an issue.

• But… now we want to add large amount of 

macro level data and much of it is from 

public sources (e.g. CPI data from BLS)

• Microdata vendor model is strained to 

breaking point.



Stage 2: Increasing the scope

• Only added one additional field

• Different data management styles and issues 

led to serious rethinking of field names and 

definitions.

– Publisher/creator/vendor distinction less 

clear for more cases

– Time series data identification and storage 

completely different than microdata

– Updates and revisions treated differently

– Usage rules have different dimensions



Stage 2: Other issues

• Lots of clarification needed: relied heavily on 

Dublin Core where possible.

• Allow flexibility for contracting and citation 

information.

• Differences in security treatments –

contracts often specify precise users which 

is different than public macrodata.



Stage 2: Example
Metadata field BRM CPI

Creator Bankrate Bureau of Labor 

Statistics

Vendor Bankrate None

Date range available September 19, 1997 to 

Present  

Mar 35 or Jan 47 or Jan 

67 or Jan 78 or Dec 97 

or…. To present

Update schedule Weekly – append Monthly – new 

observations with 

possible revision

Usage rules Raw data cannot be 

shared.  Aggregate data 

can be shared.

Time series data publicly 

available.











Next steps

• Dataset metadata fields still needs some fine 

tuning.

• Populating the database will take time as we 

fill in the new fields for existing datasets and 

add new datasets.

• Issues may recur with the ongoing 

development of the the VAriable Data 

Electronic Repository (VADER) and the Data 

Documentation Repository (DDR) which will 

contain all the variable level metadata.



Questions?

Sandra.A.Cannon@frb.gov

1 202 452 3710


