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A Research into the Scope of Academic Information

Disclosure in the United States
Zong Tingting

Abstract: The academic research field is the inherent domain of university and has the high-
est level of autonomy. Compared with the open government practice, information disclosure
in the academic field needs to consider more complicated factors before applying the principle
of presumption of openness. In terms of the scope of openness of academic research informa-
tion, the information disclosure system in the United States is mainly concerned with the

types of information, the time process of information and the importance of public interest,
which have made this country set up a series of highly operable delineation of standards and
methods. These practices have effectively eliminated the great tension between information
disclosure and academic autonomy, ensuring the important interests of the public and the
realization of the public purpose at the same time. From the perspective of legislation and ju-
dicature and by the means of case and data analyses, this article intends to deeply analyze
the scope of academic information disclosure and the method, principle and standard of its
delimitation in the United States, which can provide substantial experience for the delimita-

tion of academic information disclosure scope in China in the future.
Keywords: Freedom of Information Act; academic information disclosure; exemption

clauses of academic information
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