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The Curating for Reproducibility (CURE) Consortium 

 

 

Abstract 

In July 2016, the Institution for Social and Policy Studies (ISPS) at Yale University, 
the Cornell Institute for Social and Economic Research (CISER), and the Odum Institute 
for Research in Social Science at the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill formed 
the Curating for Reproducibility (CURE) Consortium. These academic institutions all 
maintain data archives that have been involved in implementing workflows that put into 
practice data quality review (Peer, Green, & Stephenson, 2014), a framework that 
includes research data curation and code review. This framework helps to ensure that 
research data are well documented and usable, and that code executes properly to 
reproduce analytic results.  

The poster will outline the goals of the consortium and provide examples of how 
these institutions have integrated data quality review into workflows, tools, and protocols.  

CURE Goals 

The main goal of the consortium is to work with a variety of stakeholders to establish the 
standards, share the practices, and promote the philosophy of data quality review. 

1. Establish standards: Building on existing and evolving standards (e.g., data 
citation, TOP guidelines) CURE is dedicated to establishing and 
communicating the driving principles and criteria for proper curation for 
reproducibility. 

2. Share practices: Curating for reproducibility involves multiple tasks and 
several stakeholders. A primary goal of CURE is to map the vital elements of 
the workflow, and to share the best practices that have emerged within each 
organization.
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3. Promote data quality review: Curating for reproducibility involves multiple 
tasks and several stakeholders. A primary goal of CURE is to map the vital 
elements of the workflow, and to share the best practices that have emerged 
within each organization. 

Three Distinctive Use Cases 

While the scope and scale of data quality review vary across organizations, each of 
the three founding CURE consortium members have demonstrated its commitment to 
reproducible research and open science. 

Institution for Social and Policy Studies, Yale University 
The Institution for Social and Policy Studies (ISPS) originally developed the data 

quality review framework and has implemented this framework for datasets deposited 
within the ISPS Data Archive. ISPS has also worked in collaboration with Colectica to 
develop a data curation software that facilitates the management of the numerous tasks 
involved in curating data for reproducibility. 

Cornell Institute for Social and Economic Research, Cornell University 
The Cornell Institute for Social and Economic Research (CISER) provides a research 

reproducibility service (R2) to Cornell University researchers that uses standardized 
protocols for depositing data into the archive. CISER then curates the data and code to 
ensure they meet reproducibility requirements. 

Odum Institute, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill 
The Odum Institute has developed workflows that integrate data curation and 

verification within the publication process. Odum currently works with two political 
science journals, AJPS and SPPQ, to enforce their data replication policies by verifying 
that submitted data and code properly reproduces the findings presented within a 
conditionally accepted manuscript. 
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