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Purpose
The purpose of this document is to provide researchers seeking access to the American Indian and
Alaska Native Head Start Family and Child Experiences Survey 2015 (AI/AN FACES 2015) data with an
understanding of best practices for use of these data. This document provides a brief background about
AI/AN FACES 2015 and the importance of these data, as well as a description of the AI/AN FACES
2015 Workgroup and its role in guiding the study. The document then lists Best Practices for Working
with AI/AN FACES 2015 data and the rationale for each best practice. The Best Practices were identified
by the AI/AN FACES 2015 Workgroup and were informed by the study agreements with the 21
participating federally recognized AI/AN communities 1 participating in the study, Workgroup members’
experiences, and the literature on best practices for research with AI/AN communities more broadly. This
document concludes with a set of readings that researchers seeking more information about the context of
research with AI/AN communities may find useful. Acknowledgement of the Principal Investigator’s
intent to follow the Best Practices is required as part of the AI/AN FACES 2015 restricted data use
application (please see the AI/AN FACES 2015 Data Application Protocol for additional instructions). In
addition, Principal Investigators should ensure all research team members listed on the AI/AN FACES
2015 data application (current and future) have read and are familiar with these Best Practices as well as
the two publically available required readings (marked with a “+”see page 9) prior to commencing any
work with these data.
The AI/AN FACES project is funded by the Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation
(OPRE), Administration for Children and Families (ACF), U.S. Department of Health and Human
Services.

1

In this document, we use the terms AI/AN, tribal, tribe, and Native to refer inclusively to the broad and diverse
groups of American Indian and Alaska Native tribes, villages, communities, corporations, and populations in the
United States, acknowledging that each tribe, village, community, corporation, and population is unique from others
with respect to language, culture, history, geography, political and/or legal structure or status, and contemporary
context.
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Background
Planning for AI/AN FACES 2015 began in 2013, with the goal of providing much needed
information about the children and families served by Region XI Head Start, which are programs operated
by federally recognized AI/AN tribes. Region XI Head Start programs serve both AI/AN and non-AI/AN
children and families in the communities in which they operate. Since 1997, the Head Start Family and
Child Experiences Survey (FACES) has been a regular source of nationally representative data on Head
Start programs, centers, classrooms, children and families in Regions I through X, the 10 geographically
based Head Start regions nationwide. Historically, Region XI Head Start programs have not been
included in FACES due to the intensive planning required to successfully carry out the study in
partnership with tribal Head Start programs and communities. While both the Program Information
Report (PIR) and the Head Start Health Managers Survey include national data for Region XI Head Start,
neither provide the kind of national data that AI/AN FACES 2015 provides. Specifically, neither the PIR
nor the Head Start Health Managers Survey include direct reports from teachers or parents, nor direct
assessments of children’s development. In 2015, a new study—the American Indian and Alaska Native
Head Start Family and Child Experiences Survey (AI/AN FACES 2015)— focused on Region XI for the
first time. AI/AN FACES 2015 represents an important new source of national data for Region XI Head
Start and promises to expand our understanding of the resources and needs of its programs, children, and
families.
The AI/AN FACES Workgroup
AI/AN FACES 2015 was designed, implemented, and its findings disseminated with guidance
from the AI/AN FACES 2015 Workgroup. The AI/AN FACES 2015 Workgroup was comprised of tribal
Head Start leaders, researchers, and federal officials at ACF in the Office of Head Start and the Office of
Planning, Research and Evaluation. Relying on members’ collective knowledge, and input from tribal
leaders and tribal Head Start program directors nationally, the Workgroup sought to ensure that AI/AN
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FACES 2015 was designed with the needs of AI/AN Head Start programs, children, families, and
communities at the forefront. Additionally, the Workgroup sought to ensure that the study adhered to best
practices for research with AI/AN communities. Chapter I of the AI/AN FACES 2015 User’s Manual
provides additional detailed information about the composition of the AI/AN FACES 2015 Workgroup
and its activities.
Best Practices for Working with AI/AN FACES 2015 Data
By seeking access to the AI/AN FACES 2015 data, you are fulfilling the Workgroup’s vision that
these data be analyzed and disseminated broadly. As you are likely aware, research literature is sparse on
early childhood development in AI/AN communities, and there is almost no published literature on the
experiences of children and families served by Region XI Head Start. Your analysis and dissemination of
AI/AN FACES 2015 data therefore promises to fill a major gap in the literature, and more importantly, to
assist in providing Region XI Head Start programs, children, families, and communities with information
that can be used in efforts to best meet the needs of the children and families they serve. While access to
AI/AN FACES 2015 data is welcomed and encouraged, it is an important responsibility that researchers
seeking access understand and are prepared to follow what the Workgroup has determined to be best
practices for research involving these AI/AN data.
AI/AN FACES 2015 Best Practice 1: The perspectives of both researchers and AI/AN
community partners should be included when conducting research using AI/AN FACES 2015
data. While the principal investigator seeking access to AI/AN FACES data is required to
demonstrate that s/he and/or her/his research team has relevant tribal experience (see p. 7 of the
Data Application Protocol), researchers are encouraged to also consider working with an AI/AN
community partner, particularly one with Region XI Head Start program experience, as they work
with AI/AN FACES 2015 data.
Rationale: Research with AI/AN communities is strengthened when the perspectives of both
researchers and community partners are included. An AI/AN community partner who has first-
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hand experience working with AI/AN children and families (especially those served by Head
Start) can help researchers align their analyses with AI/AN community priorities and help ground
interpretations of findings meaningfully within an AI/AN Head Start or tribal early childhood
community context. Community partners can include tribal members or individuals who work in
tribal early childhood settings. In doing so, the chances are maximized that analyses of and
findings from AI/AN FACES 2015 data will be useful in efforts to improve services and
outcomes for Region XI Head Start children and families. Researchers should consider the value
added by this approach and the possibilities for involvement of an individual or group of
individuals who can bring an AI/AN Head Start and/or tribal early childhood community
perspective to bear on the conceptualization of data analyses, findings, and dissemination.

AI/AN FACES 2015 Best Practice 2: Findings based on AI/AN FACES 2015 data should not be
used to make statements about all AI/AN children or families, nor all AI/AN children and
families in Head Start.
Rationale: The AI/AN FACES 2015 study is representative of all children and families served
by Region XI Head Start programs. Accordingly, the AI/AN FACES 2015 sample was designed
to support estimates for the population of children enrolled in Region XI programs. Findings from
AI/AN FACES 2015 data cannot be generalized to the total population of AI/AN children in
Head Start in all regions nor can they be generalized to the AI/AN children who are not in Head
Start. The AI/AN FACES 2015 User’s Manual provides additional detailed information about the
AI/AN FACES 2015 population of interest and sample.

AI/AN FACES 2015 Best Practice 3: AI/AN FACES 2015 data should be used to describe the

population of children and families in Region XI Head Start as a whole. Data cannot be used to
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describe individual programs, communities, or geographic regions within Region XI, nor to make
comparisons between them.
Rationale: AI/AN FACES 2015 was designed to describe the entire population of children in
Region XI Head Start. There are several reasons that descriptions of, or comparisons between,
subsets of the AI/AN FACES 2015 sample are not possible. First, sub-samples of programs,
communities, or regions are too small to yield reliable statistical estimates. Second, in order to
provide maximal privacy protections for the communities, programs, and individuals participating
in AI/AN FACES 2015, community, program, and individual tribal identifiers are omitted from
the dataset. Although there are important differences between Region XI programs, communities,
and tribes―for example, with respect to culture, language, and geography―AI/AN FACES 2015
was not designed for analyses of these differences, prioritizing instead a design that supports
national-level descriptive analyses and findings. The National Congress of American Indians
report “Tips for Researchers” (NCAI Policy Research Center 2016) speaks to the value of both
locally situated studies as well as national studies with AI/AN populations. Their website also
describes concerns about AI/AN communities being “the Asterisk Nation”
(http://www.ncai.org/policy-research-center/research-data/data) and of the need for nationally
representative studies in particular to fill existing AI/AN data gaps. Though designed to be
representative of Region XI Head Start programs nationally, the inability of AI/AN FACES 2015
data to speak to variations by program, community, and tribe can be noted as a limitation―albeit
one that was intentional and related to the purpose of the study.

AI/AN FACES 2015 Best Practice 4: Research using AI/AN FACES 2015 data should focus on
strengths as well as challenges within the Region XI population.
Rationale: AI/AN communities have struggled when it comes to the health of their populations,
with disparities in health and well-being across the lifespan having been amply documented in the
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literature. An exclusive focus on challenges, however, risks marginalizing AI/AN populations, as
well as missing opportunities for identifying strengths that can be drawn upon in surmounting
challenges or celebrated in their own right. While it is important to identify and understand the
challenges faced by Region XI Head Start children and their families so that Head Start resources
can be brought to bear on efforts to ameliorate those challenges, it is equally important to identify
the strengths in order to provide a full picture of the Region XI AI/AN Head Start population.
AI/AN FACES 2015 was designed to measure a full range of experiences among Region XI Head
Start children and families, and researchers are encouraged to draw upon this full array of data.

AI/AN FACES 2015 Best Practice 5: Findings based on AI/AN FACES 2015 data should be
framed, to the extent possible, with an appreciation for the broader, and often times, complex
context in which they occur.
Rationale: AI/AN communities face enormous challenges. They have rates of poverty and
unemployment that exceed those of other populations, experience physical and mental health
disparities relative to other populations, and encounter structural challenges related to the
availability of quality housing, nutritious and fresh food, adequate healthcare, strong educational
systems, healthy and safe physical environments, and effective law enforcement. These
contemporary challenges are rooted in a historical context in which Indigenous populations
experienced loss of life, land, culture, and language in their encounters with the United States.
Though AI/AN FACES 2015 was not designed to explore these broader contemporary and
historical challenges, they nonetheless should be considered and referenced, if applicable, when
discussing findings. Likewise, the strength and resilience of tribal communities should be
considered. Despite the challenges faced by tribal communities and periods of great upheaval,
AI/AN cultures and values have persisted. Cultural traditions and identity remain a source of
strength, resilience, and well-being. Researchers should therefore consider how tribal culture
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intertwines with experiences in the community, Head Start, and home as they situate AI/AN
FACES 2015 findings also within a context of cultural strength and resilience.

AI/AN FACES 2015 Best Practice 6: Technical guidelines for using AI/AN FACES 2015 data
should be followed. An overview of the technical considerations for working with AI/AN
FACES 2015 data can be found in the “Getting Started” portion of the AI/AN FACES 2015
User’s Manual.
Rationale: These guidelines have been developed based on many years of experience with the
FACES study and other large-scale national studies of children and the programs that serve them.
Key points to ensure appropriate use of the AI/AN FACES 2015 data include reading the full
AI/AN FACES 2015 User’s Manual to understand the study design and data, reviewing the
questionnaires and data to be familiar with any skip patterns, choosing the best analysis weights
to produce estimates matching the research question and data and generalizable to the population,
and calculating standard errors that take into account the complex sampling design used by
AI/AN FACES 2015. Following this guidance ensures that the findings are accurate,
generalizable, and representative of the population sampled by AI/AN FACES 2015.
Principal Investigator Acknowledgement
ACF is responsible for ensuring data are stored, accessed, and used in accordance with the study
agreements with the 21 federally recognized AI/AN communities whose data are included in the AI/AN
FACES 2015 restricted use dataset. To that end, ACF requires that the Principal Investigators of research
teams seeking access to the data for the purpose of secondary analysis and reporting acknowledge that
they will follow the Best Practices for Working with AI/AN FACES 2015 Data as one of the conditions
that must be met prior to being given data access. It is the Principal Investigator’s responsibility to ensure
that that all members of his/her research team read this document and are informed about and follow these
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Best Practices. Please complete the acknowledgement form in the AI/AN FACES 2015 Application
Guide; this form can then be scanned and uploaded as part your application for data access.
Reading and Resource List
Research has great potential for promoting well-being and reducing disparities in AI/AN
communities; at the same time, it has the potential for harm if not informed by lessons learned from the
experience (both positive and negative) of history and of others in mind. There are resources within the
peer-reviewed literature, as well as reports by national organizations and groups that address lessons
learned and provide models for research that maximize the potential for benefit. The list here includes
readings that are helpful for individuals seeking to deepen their understanding of the context for research
with AI/AN communities. Publicly available materials that may be useful for those seeking access to
AI/AN FACES 2015 data have been marked with an asterisk (*).
Two of the publically available readings are required readings that researchers seeking access
to the data must acknowledge having read. The required readings are marked with a “+”.
Burhansstipanov, L., Christopher, S., & Schumacher, S. A. (2005). Lessons learned from communitybased participatory research in Indian country. Cancer Control (November), 70-76.
Burnette, C. E., & Billiot, S. (2015). Reaching harmony across indigenous and mainstream research
contexts: An emergent narrative. Journal of Indigenous Social Development, 4(1), 1-15.
Burnette, C. E., Sanders, S., Butcher, H. K., & Rand, J. T. (2014). A toolkit for ethical and culturally
sensitive research: An application with indigenous communities. Ethics and Social Welfare, 8(4),
364-382. doi:10.1080/17496535.2014.885987
Burnette, C. E., Sanders, S., Butcher, H. K., & Salois, E. M. (2011). Illuminating the lived experiences of
research with indigenous communities. Journal of Ethnic & Cultural Diversity in Social Work,
20(4), 275-296. doi:10.1080/15313204.2011.622199
Deloria, V. J. (1991). Research, redskins, and reality. American Indian Quarterly, 15(4), 457-468.
Dickert, N., & Sugarman, J. (2005). Ethical goals of community consultation in research. Am J Public
Health, 95(7), 1123-1127.
Fisher, P. A., & Ball, T. J. (2003). Tribal participatory research: Mechanisms of a collaborative model.
American journal of Community Psychology, 32(3), 207-216.
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Harding, A., Harper, B., Stone, D., & al., e. (2012). Conducting research with tribal communities:
Sovereignty, ethics, and data sharing issues. Environmental Health Perspectives, 120(1), 6-10.
Holkup, P. A., Tripp-Reimer, T., Salois, E. M., & Weinert, C. (2004). Community-based participatory
research: An approach to intervention research with a Native American community. ANS
Advances in Nursing Science, 27(3), 162-175.
Manson, S. M., & Buchwald, D. S. (2007). Enhancing American Indian and Alaska Native health
research: A multi-faceted challenge. Journal of Interprofessional Care, 21, 31-39.
Manson, S. M., Garroutte, E., Goins, R. T., & Henderson, P. N. (2004). Access, relevance, and control in
the research process: Lessons from Indian Country. Journal of Aging and Health, 16(5 suppl),
58S.
McMahon, T. R., Kenyon, D. B., & Carter, J. S. (2013). “My culture, my family, my school, me’’:
Identifying strengths and challenges in the lives and communities of American Indian youth.
Journal of Child and Family Studies, 22, 694-706. doi:10.1007/s10826-012-9623-z
Morton, D. J., Proudfit, J., Calac, D., Portillo, M., Lofton-Fitzsimmons, G., Molina, T., . . . MajelMcCauley, R. (2013). Creating research capacity through a tribally based institutional review
board. Am J Public Health, 103(12), 2160-2164.
*National Congress of American Indians. (2009). Research that benefits Native people: A guide for Tribal
leaders.
+NCAI Policy Research Center. (2016). Tips for researchers: Native youth research. Retrieved from
Washington, DC: http://www.ncai.org/policy-research-center/researchdata/NCAIModule1.pdf
*NCAI Policy Research Center and MSU Center for Native Health Partnerships. (2012). 'Walk softly and
listen carefully’: Building research relationships with tribal communities.
Norton, I. M., & Manson, S. M. (1996). Research in American Indian and Alaska Native communities:
Navigating the cultural universe of values and process. Journal of Consulting and Clinical
Psychology, 64(5), 856-860. doi:10.1037/0022-006X.64.5.856
Schnarch, B. (2004). Ownership, control, access, and possession (OCAP) or self-determination applied to
research: A critical analysis of contemporary First Nations research and some options for First
Nations communities. Journal of Aboriginal Health, 80-95.
Struthers, R. (2001). Conducting sacred research: An indigenous experience. Wicazo Sa Review, 16(1),
125-133.
Swisher, K. G. (1996). Why Indian people should be the ones to write about Indian education. American
Indian Quarterly, 20(1), 83-90.
+Tribal Evaluation Workgroup. (2013). A Roadmap for Collaborative and Effective Evaluation in
Tribal Communities. Retrieved from
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/cb/tribal_roadmap.pdf
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Wilson, S. (2003). Progressing toward an indigenous research paradigm in Canada and Australia.
Canadian Journal of Native Education, 27(2), 161-178.
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