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	Comment received:
	[Representative excerpt] Furthermore, the federal government should not be relying on 471 hours of human burden and honor-system paperwork to enforce data governance. Modern data architecture has already solved this. Instead of forcing scientists to destroy data, the NIMH should adopt mathematically constrained data architectures that use W3C standards such as the Data Privacy Vocabulary (DPV) and the Open Digital Rights Language (ODRL). When access controls and expirations are cryptographically bound to the data at the point of inception (Data Physics), the data natively enforces its own usage limits. I urge OIRA to reject this ICR. We must not use the Paperwork Reduction Act to mandate the destruction of the decentralized scientific record when native, cryptographic data architectures render such administrative burdens obsolete.

	Date responded to comment:
	March 27, 2026

	Program response provided:
(if lengthy please provide screenshot below)
	Thank you for your public comment regarding data access in response to NIMH’s Information Collection Request titled "The National Institute of Mental Health Data Archive (NDA) Data Access Closeout Report" (ICR Reference No: 202602-0925-003). I am responding on behalf of the Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs.

The National Institutes of Health (NIH) maintains the federal scientific record by retaining the data in the NDA, while researchers accessing and using the data are not allowed to retain the data in perpetuity. The requirement that researchers confirm destruction of all copies of accessed data is necessary as it is a standard term to ensure accountability, support risk management over time, and promote adherence to the terms of access. This requirement also ensures compliance with NIH policy regarding unauthorized data retention and use, and helps to mitigate associated risks. While technical approaches can restrict access within controlled environments, they cannot ensure compliance with data use limitations once data have been accessed. Accordingly, we consider technical controls alone to be insufficient for our purposes at this time. We do appreciate you sharing your suggested approach to enforcing data governance “at the point of inception,” and we will continue to consider such technical controls as we constantly strive to optimize our data stewardship and reduce burden.

Thank you once again for your comment.

Very Respectfully,
Andrew Hooper, Ph.D.




