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INFORMATION RELATING TO SPRING, 2015 HEALTHY MINDS STUDY AT MIT
Dear Researchers and Officials,
I write as a citizen interested in the integrity (and appearance thereof) of mental health research conducted at Massachusetts Institute of
Technology (MIT) and University of Michigan (U-M). My interest is to the extent that:
the research is funded by the federal government, and/or
the research enjoys the benefit of objective oversight (and appearance thereof) from publicly funded government entities such as the
National Institutes of Health (NIH), and
your institutions are chartered for the public good.
Following is information relating to the Healthy Minds Study (HMS) as conducted at MIT in 2015. It is submitted in the hope that you may
find it useful.

Healthy Minds Study at MIT, 2015 — Promises of Anonymity
MIT Promises of Anonymity
In the Spring of 2015, MIT recruited and U-M and its agents administered the HMS, a survey which asks about mental health issues, as well as
medical issues such as diagnoses and treatments (e.g. prescriptions), and many other highly personal topics. Recruitment was from the entire
MIT student body of over ten thousand. In a FAQ document, posted on MIT's web sites from at least April, 2015 [1] through May, 2016 [2],
and apparently since removed, anonymity of survey responses, at least as far as MIT's use of the data, was promised to respondents: "MIT
Institutional Research will receive deidentified survey responses for analysis; MIT will not have access to the survey responses with
identifiers." [1] [2]

U-M Promises of Anonymity
Over the last five months, officials at NIH have worked to provide what should be complete documentation on confidentiality assurances made
by U-M as the lead site for the HMS. [3] For the 2015 HMS, legal protections authorized by NIH appear to be provided by the original
Certificate of Confidentiality (CoC), applied for by U-M on September 30, 2005, issued January 8, 2006, and extended three times through

Spring of 2015: on September 25, 2007, February 24, 2010 and March 15, 2013, the last extension to remain effective through end of 2017 and
covering the Spring 2015 HMS.
Customary assurances were given in the original CoC application—which remained identical for the three extensions—by U-M's Daniel
Eisenberg and Judith A. Nowack. As Nowack had retired at end of 2012, and no new Institutional Official was submitted with the March 2013
application for extension (the last extension prior to Spring 2015), the CoC was apparently without a visible responsible Institutional Official
on record in Spring, 2015.
In the original September 30, 2005 CoC application's assurances, the most recent in place in Spring 2015, Eisenberg and Nowack promised, in
section Q9, "Protection of subjects' identities," that "... in the final analytic data file, no identifiable information will be included." [3]
It would thus appear that for the HMS final survey data, U-M promised not transmit, and MIT promised not to receive, any data that could be
tied to individual respondents.

Appearance of Use of Identified Survey Data Contrary to Promises of Anonymity
In June, 2016, widely disseminated statements were made by MIT, on a specific-subpopulation basis, whose only visible factual basis would
appear to have been the 2015 HMS survey, analyzed in a way that would require identified responses correlated with out-of-survey data
available only at MIT. Enclosed is a letter [4] on that topic, from approximately 200 concerned citizens, many from the MIT community.
Please note that its signers have attached their signature only to that letter and nothing else herein. Thus the letter [4] should be treated as cited
by but not incorporated into this letter—that is, as essentially a separate communication from this one.
Such use of personally identified (or indirectly identifiable) data, if true, would appear to have numerous implications, e.g., among others:
breach of promises of anonymity by MIT and U-M, and/or
correlation with data outside what was consented to, and/or
acquisition and ongoing retention of medical data contrary to HIPAA law. This would be the case due to: the HMS's medical content;
lack of consent to store on an identified basis; and MIT's research group acting in a business associate capacity with its medical
operation, as stated by MIT, "The Healthy Minds data will allow us to further evaluate and enhance our mental health, substance abuse
and suicide prevention efforts ..." [1].
Again, this letter is to supply information in the hope that it may be useful, and, separate from the enclosure [4], is not to be treated as any kind
of complaint or any other request for action. Thank you in advance for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,

John K. Hinsdale
Enclosures (4):
[1] MIT Healthy Minds FAQ, archived April 25, 2015 (1 page)
[2] MIT Healthy Minds FAQ, archived May 11, 2016 (1 page)
[3] Request to and response from NIH for confidentiality documents relating to HMS (54 pages)
[4] Letter from approx. 200 individuals concerning survey confidentiality and use of data (15 pages)

http://web.mit.edu/surveys/health/hms‑faq.html

MAR APR

25

5 captures
25 Apr 15 ‑ 11 May 16

2014 2015

MIT Surveys

< MIT Health & Wellness Surveys:
FAQ for 2015 Healthy Minds Study
What is The Healthy Minds Study?
The Healthy Minds Study (HMS) is an annual surveybased study examining mental health and related issues (depression, anxiety,
substance use) and service utilization among college students. Since its national launch in 2007, HMS has been fielded at over 100
college and university campuses across the U.S., with over 100,000 survey respondents. HMS is one of the only annual surveys of
college/university populations that focuses exclusively on mental health and related issues, allowing for substantial detail in this
area. The study has a special emphasis on understanding service utilization and helpseeking behavior, including factors such as
stigma, knowledge, and the role of peers and other potential gatekeepers. The study also includes an option to examine how
mental health symptoms predict academic outcomes (e.g., grade point average and retention), which can be translated into an
economic case for mental health services and programs.
What does the survey ask about?
The survey asks about the following topics related to mental health and service utilization:
Mental health (depression, anxiety, disordered eating, suicidal ideation, selfinjury)
Lifestyle (substance use, physical activity, sleep)
Knowledge and attitudes about mental health services (stigma, beliefs about treatment effectiveness)
Experience with services (use of medication, therapy, satisfaction with services)
Social and academic environment (sense of belonging, social support)
What if I need to talk to someone about an issue right away?
If you would like to talk to someone immediately about questions or concerns relating to mental health or related issues, please
reach out to any of our campus resources:
Undergraduates can contact Student Support Services at 6172534861, members of their house team and their advisors.
Graduate students can reach out to Graduate Personal Support staff in the Office of the Dean for Graduate Education at 617253
4860, and their housemasters.
MIT's Chaplains are available to talk with any member of our community.
All members of our community may contact Mental Health Services at 6172532916 during the day, or 6172534481 during
nights and weekends. Further information is accessible via together.mit.edu.

*

Why is MIT asking about these topics, and how will the survey data be handled?
The Healthy Minds data will allow us to further evaluate and enhance our mental health, substance abuse and suicide prevention
efforts, as part of MIT's membership in a fouryear, datadriven assessment called the Jed and Clinton Health Matters Campus
Program.
Participation in the survey is completely voluntary, respondents are free to skip any question that they do not wish to answer, and
responses are completely confidential. MIT Institutional Research will receive deidentified survey responses for analysis; MIT will
not have access to the survey responses with identifiers.
All responses will be reported in aggregate only, meaning responses from a given group of people are mixed together and reported
out as a single set of numbers. In the case of any text responses, it means all comments from a given group are mixed together
and reported as a single set of comments.
What if I reveal something on the survey that could be considered illegal or violate MIT policies?
Some of the questions on the survey ask about behavior that may be considered socially unacceptable, or may meet the legal
definitions of a crime in some jurisdictions. The purpose of this survey is not to ask students to reveal their participation in illegal
behavior (such as underage drinking or illicit drug use), and stringent confidentiality precautions are in place to protect respondent
privacy.
Who is invited to take the survey?
This survey is being sent to all undergraduate and graduate students who are currently enrolled as regular, registered students,
and do not have their contact information marked as confidential with the Registrar.
Will I get to see the survey results?
Yes, a summary report will be released after all of data is analyzed.
If I have a question, who can answer it?
If you have any questions about the Healthy Minds Study, please contact healthsurvey@mit.edu.
MIT IR Surveys: Survey Guidelines (PDF) | Survey Checklist (PDF) | Search the Questions We've Asked | Survey Calendar
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10/11/2016
University of Michigan
Dr. Daniel Eisenberg
4080 Fleming Building
Ann Arbor, MI 48109
Dear Dr. Eisenberg,
Enclosed is the Confidentiality Certificate, protecting the identity of research subjects in your multi-site/singleprotocol project entitled "Healthy Minds Study: CCMH version also known as: HMS/CCMH."
Please note that the Certificate expires on 12/31 /2021.
Please be sure that the consent form given to research participants accurately states the intended uses of
personally identifiable information and the confidentiality protections, including the protection provided by the
Certificate of Confidentiality with its limits and exceptions.

If you determine that the research project will not be completed by the expiration date, 12/31/2021, you must
submit a written request for an extension of the Certificate three (3) months prior to the expiration date. If you
make any changes to the protocol for this study, you should contact me regarding modification of this
Certificate. Any requests for modifications of this Certificate must include the reason for the request,
documentation of the most recent IRB approval, and the expected date for completion of the research project.
Please advise me of any situation in which the certificate is employed to resist disclosure of information in
legal proceedings. Should attorneys for the project wish to discuss the use of the certificate, they may contact
the Office of the NIH Legal Advisor, National Institutes of Health, at (301) 496-6043.

Correspondence should be sent to:

Eugene Kane III, M.P.H.
National Institute ofMental Health
6001 Executive Boulevard
Suite 6110 MSC 9669
Bethesda, MD 20892

Sincerely,

Approved Date: 10/11/2016

Enclosure

EJ)tene Kane III, M.P.H.
'ertijicate of Confidentiality Coordinator
National Institute ofMental Health
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CONFIDENTIALITY CERTIFICATE
CC-MH-16-252

issued to

University of Michigan
conducting research known as

"Healthy Minds Study: CCMH version also known as: HMS/CCMH"
In accordance with the provisions of section 301(d) of the Public Health Service Act 42 U.S.C.
241(d), this Certificate is issued in response to the request of the Principal Investigator, Dr.
Daniel Eisenberg, to protect the privacy of research subjects by withholding their identities from
all persons not connected with this research. Dr. Daniel Eisenberg is primarily responsible for the
conduct of this research.
Under the authority vested in the Secretary of Health and Human Services by section 30l(d), all
persons who:
1. are enrolled in, employed by, or associated with University of Michigan and its contractors or
cooperating agencies, and
2. have in the course of their employment or association access to information that would
identify individuals, who are the subjects of the research, pertaining to the project known as
"Healthy Minds Study: CCMH version also known as: HMS/CCMH,"
3. are hereby authorized to protect the privacy of the individuals, who are the subjects of that
research, by withholding their names and other identifying characteristics from all persons
not connected with the conduct of that research.
This research study examines and assesses mental health, health service utilization and
determinants therein among college and university student populations through the usage of
surveys.
A Certificate of Confidentiality is needed because sensitive information will be collected during
the course of the study. The certificate will help researchers avoid involuntary disclosure that
could expose subjects or their families to adverse economic, legal, psychological and social
consequences.

Identifiable institutional data and survey data will be stored on University of Michigan's Google
Drive (M+ Google Drive). Survey responses and identifiable information will be stored in
separate files in separate folders. Once data collection has ended, we will destroy the contact
information of non-responders but will retain their other information for the purposes of nonresponse analysis. Files containing student identifiers and the files that contain linking
information to the identifiers will be destroyed when no further analysis is required with
identifiable information, or after three years, whichever comes first. Data are gathered through
Qualtrics, using Transport Layer Security {TLS), encryption (HTTPS), password protection, and
HTTP referrer checking.
This research begins on 09/01/2016 and is expected to end on l 2/31 /2021.
As provided in section 301 (d) of the Public Health Service Act 42 U.S.C. 241(d):
"Persons so authorized to protect the privacy of such individuals may not be compelled in
any Federal, State, or local civil, criminal, administrative, legislative, or other proceedings to
identify such individuals."
This Certificate does not protect you from being compelled to make disclosures that: (1) have
been consented to in writing by the research subject or the subject's legally authorized
representative; (2) are required by the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 301 et
seq.) or regulations issued under that Act; or (3) have been requested from a research project
funded by NIH or DHHS by authorized representatives of those agencies for the purpose of audit
or program review.
This Certificate does not represent an endorsement of the research project by the Department of
Health and Human Services. This Certificate is now in effect and will expire on 12/31/2021. The
protection afforded by this Confidentiality Certificate is permanent with respect to any individual
who participates as a research subject (i.e., about whom the investigator maintains identifying
information) during the time the Certificate is in effect.

Signed Date: 10/11/2016

Nitili Gogtay M.D.
Director of Clinical Research
National Institute of Mental Health

Background: Confidentiality Certificates are issued by NIH Institutes pursuant to Section 301 (d) of the Public Health Service U.S.C. Section 241 (d) to
afford special privacy protection to subjects enrolled in biomedical, behavioral, clinical, or other research within NIH mission areas. A Certificate helps
the researcher avoid compelled 'involuntary disclosure' (e.g. subpoenas) of identifying information about a research subject.

1 Institution Information
This is the institution with which the applicant (principal investigator) is affiliated and the recipient of funding for the research, if there is any. The principal
investigator must be a faculty member of this institution. Individuals who are in a temporary status such as graduate students or post-doctoral fellows may
only be listed as co-investigators in this application.
Institution Name:
University of Michigan
Institutional Official:
James A. Ashton-Miller
Organizational Title:
Associate Vice President - Research Policy and Compliance
Address 1:
4080 Fleming Building
Address 2:
Address 3:
Address 4:
Address 5:
Country:
United States
City:
Ann Arbor
State:
MICHIGAN
Postal Code:
48109

2 Research Sites
List the primary site where the research will be conducted and a brief description of the facilities available for the conduct of the research. The lead site
of a multi-site project should apply for a single Certificate to protect participants enrolled at all sites and should maintain a current listing of other sites.
Primary Site
University of Michigan
Brief Description of Facilities
The research will be conducted at the University of Michigan in both the Institute for Social
Research and the School of Public Health. The principal investigator has offices in each of the
aforementioned facilities, and the study coordinator has a cubicle in the Institute for Social
Research.

3 Research Project Title
Please enter the title of the research project in the box below. If the project title on the IRB form (see item 5 below) is different from title given here, the
applicant must document that the IRB approval pertains to this project.
Include all alternate titles in addition to the IRB approved title. Alternate titles may be listed on the consent form, award letters, collaborative agreements,
clinical trials registry listing, etc. When entering the titles below, put "also known as" between them.
Title(s):
Healthy Minds Study: CCMH version also known as: HMS/CCMH

4 Source of Project Funding Support
Is the research funded by NIH
YES
NO
Internal Institutional funding
Other DHHS agency
Other Federal agency
State or local government funding
Foundation or non-profit organization
Other Source
None

Performance sites

5.a Human Subjects Protection Requirements
A Certificate of Confidentiality will not be issued to an applicant unless the project has IRB approval. The approving IRB must be in compliance with
applicable Federal requirements. If the applicant institution is receiving DHHS funding for research involving human subjects, an OHRP-approved IRB for
that institution must approve the project for which a Certificate of Confidentiality is sought. For additional information on OHRP and IRB assurances, see
http://www.hhs.gov/ohrp/assurances/
If the applicant institution has not received DHHS funding for this research but has an IRB that complies with the requirements for IRBs imposed by
another Federal agency, that IRB must approve the research. If the applicant institution does not have an IRB, the project should be reviewed by an IRB in
accordance with 45 CFR Part 46.

5.b IRB Approval
Attach letter or form signed by an authorized IRB representative. Approval must be current and unconditional, or conditioned only upon the issuance of a
Certificate of Confidentiality. If this is a multi-site project, only the lead site IRB approval needs to be submitted, but the lead site must maintain copies of
the IRB approval from each site, to be made available to the NIH upon request.
Name Of IRB: University of Michigan Institutional Review Board
Letter Of Approval: Eisenberg HMS-CCMH CoC Sept 2016.pdf

5.c FederalWide Assurance (FWA) Number/Statement of
Qualifications
Submit for the IRB that reviewed the project, the federalwide assurance (FWA) number assigned by OHRP or a statement of qualifications that the IRB
complies with the applicable Federal regulations governing research involving human subjects. If this is a multi-site project, only the FWA from the lead
site IRB is required.
FWA Number:
00004969

6 Applicant/Principal Investigator Information
Please provide the work information for the applicant/principal investigator (PI) as well as name and title of other key personnel . Also include a brief
summary of the scientific training of the PI and key personnel. If this is a multi-site project, only information for PI of the lead site should be submitted to
the NIH. However, the lead site must collect and maintain this information from each site. Also, you may add an email address for an alternate contact
person for this application (such as the PI's administrative assistant or research coordinator).
If there are multiple co-investigators, they can be added using the "Enter More Key Personnel" button. If any of these additional investigators are coprincipal investigators, this should be noted in the summary of scientific training box. Alternatively, a listing of key personnel can be uploaded and the
additional co-principal investigators can be noted in that document.

Briefly, in no more than 2 or 3 sentences, state the qualifications of the Principal Investigator and note the PI's faculty affiliation with the submitting
institution.
Example of Summary of Scientific Training

- PhD received from Green University in Clinical Psychology in 1978
- Academic Faculty full time at Orange University from 1981 until present
Applicant Title:
Dr.
First Name:
Daniel
Last Name:
Eisenberg
Organizational Title:
Associate Professor of Health Management and Policy
Address 1:
1415 Washington Heights, SPH II
Address 2:
Address 3:
Address 4:
Address 5:
City:
Ann Arbor
State:
MICHIGAN
Postal Code:
48109
Country:
United States
Telephone:
(734) 615-7764
Fax:
Email:
daneis@umich.edu
Alternate Email:
adamkern@umich.edu
Summary Of Scientific Training:
-PhD received from Stanford University in Economics in 2002 -NIMH postdoctoral trainee at UC
Berkeley from 2002-2004

Key Personnel
If you have more than one key person to add, either add them individually by selecting the Enter More Key Personnel button or by uploading a document
containing a list of the key personnel by selecting the Browse button. If you intend to add more than 20 key personnel, you must upload a document.

7 Project Date Range
Please enter the date the project began or will begin and the date the project is expected to end; these will be used to set the start and expiration dates
on your Certificate. If the research will not be completed by the expected end date, the Applicant must contact the NIH Certificate Coordinator about
extending the protection; this should be done three months prior to the end date.
Beginning Date

09/01/2016
End Date
12/31/2021

8 Description of Study Project Aims and Research Methods
This section should include a description of the project as well as a 2 or 3 sentence brief summary of the project which will be included in the Certificate. If
significant changes are made to the project aims or methods after a Certificate has been issued the Applicant should contact the NIH Certificate
Coordinator to determine if the Certificate can be modified or if the Applicant will need to submit an amendment application.

Example of Description of Study:
The proposed study will investigate the occurrence of maternal depression, parenting attitudes and social support, and the effects of these on infant
developmental risk in a group of rural, Native American mothers. The study also examines the detrimental effects of poverty and environmental
deprivation on children as mediated through mothers' psychological and social well-being and parenting behavior in the early years. In addition, the
proposed study would determine prevalence rates of infant cognitive and developmental delay at one year as a developmental outcome measure.
Finally the study will look at social support as a powerful moderator of maternal psychological functioning, and a buffer to risk for children.
The study has four main objectives
1. To determine the relatedness of maternal depressive symptoms to maternal prenatal risk behaviors, ie., smoking, alcohol and drug abuse during
pregnancy.
2. To determine the occurrence and relatedness of maternal depressive symptoms and poor parenting attitudes at infant age 2 days, 2 months, and
at 1 year in this population.
3. To discover maternal perceptions of social support (extended family and partner),and test the hypothesis that social support alleviates maternal
depressive symptoms and poor parenting attitudes.
4. To test the hypothesis that infant developmental delay at 1 year is related to maternal depressive symptoms and attitudes, moderated by social
support.
Example of Brief Summary:

This behavioral research study examines the relationship between maternal depressive symptoms, pre-natal risk behavior, perceived social support,
and infant outcomes. Approximately 200 Native American mother-infant pairs will be recruited as subjects and evaluated at baseline and scheduled
intervals for one year.
Description Of Study
This is a survey-based study assessing mental health, health service utilization and determinants
therein among college and university student populations. The survey gathers data on a variety of
domains connected to mental health: mental health status, access and barriers to services,
utilization of services, social environment, academic environment, academic performance, and
health behaviors (e.g. sleep and substance use). The study has an emphasis on understanding
service utilization and help-seeking behavior, including factors such as stigma, knowledge, and
the role of peers and other potential gatekeepers. Our primary aims are as follows: 1. To
understand the mental health needs and relevant health behaviors of college and university
students. 2. To understand the extent to which college and university students are receiving
needed services. 3. To understand key determinants of whether students receive needed
services. 4. To provide relevant resources to college and university students. 5. To inform mental
health practice and policy on college and university campuses.
Brief Summary
This research study examines and assesses mental health, health service utilization and
determinants therein among college and university student populations through the usage of
surveys.

9 Means Used to Protect Subjects’ Identities
Describe the procedures used for collection and storage of personally identifiable information.
For Example: Subjects are coded by numbers not names, linking information is kept in locked files, identifiers will be destroyed when the study is

completed, etc.
Means Used
Identifiable institutional data and survey data will be stored on University of Michigan's Google
Drive (M+ Google Drive). Survey responses and identifiable information will be stored in separate
files in separate folders. Once data collection has ended, we will destroy the contact information
of non-responders but will retain their other information for the purposes of non-response analysis.
Files containing student identifiers and the files that contain linking information to the identifiers
will be destroyed when no further analysis is required with identifiable information, or after three
years, whichever comes first. Data are gathered through Qualtrics, using Transport Layer Security

(TLS), encryption (HTTPS), password protection, and HTTP referrer checking. Qualtrics has SAS
70 Certification and meets the rigorous privacy standards imposed on health care records by the
Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA).

10 Reasons for Requesting a Certificate of Confidentiality
Include a brief description of sensitive and identifying information to be collected.
Examples for Reason for Requesting Certificate of Confidentiality:

Sensitive information regarding drug and alcohol use, physical habits and dream content are being collected.
Genetic material is being collected in patients and their families who may be at risk of developing specified diseases.
Genome analysis will be performed to search for familial, disease-influencing genes and their alleles.
This information, if disclosed, could expose subjects or their families to adverse economic, legal, psychological or social consequences
Reason for Request
Sensitive information regarding substance use, alcohol use, and mental health are being
collected. This information, if disclosed, could expose subjects or their families to adverse
economic, legal, psychological or social consequences. Note: not a single question on the survey
will have forced response (with the exception of the consent page).

11 Informed Consent Form(s) for Human Subjects, as it Will Read if
the Certificate
of Confidentiality is Issued (Attach Copy)
The informed consent form must include an accurate description of the protections and limitations of the Certificate of Confidentiality, including the
circumstances in which the investigators plan to voluntarily disclose identifying information about research participants (e.g., child abuse, harm to self or
others, etc.).
Researchers may adapt the sample language below to the needs of their research participants and the subject matter of their study. However, the
consent must cover the basic points about Certificates of Confidentiality (CoC) noted below. Researchers should also review any institutional
“boilerplate” language about confidentiality and data security often included in consent forms to be certain that it is consistent with the protections of the
CoC. Please contact the NIH IC CoC Coordinator if you have any questions about your consent language.
The researchers must also include language regarding circumstances that could lead to voluntary disclosure to authorities and appropriate
professionals, without consent of the participant, such as information about child abuse, intent to hurt self or others, or other disclosures (including a
description of the circumstances under which disclosures would be made).
If this is a multi-site project, only submit the consent form used by the lead site. The lead site must maintain copies of the IRB-approved consent form(s)
from each participating site and must ensure that informed consent form for each site contains appropriate language about the protections and
limitations (voluntary disclosures) of the Certificate of Confidentiality.
If a study uses several consent forms (e.g. a consent form and an assent form), please merge them into a single document prior to uploading.
If significant changes are made to the informed consent form after the Certificate has been issued, the Applicant should contact the Certificate
Coordinator to determine if a revised consent form should be submitted to NIH.

Information for research projects with children: A Certificate of Confidentiality cannot be used to refuse to disclose identifiable research information
about a minor if a parent or legal guardian requests it. The researchers may use other basis for a refusal to disclose information - after checking with
their IRB about waivers of parental permission and other issues. In any case, researchers should discuss this possibility with their institution's officials.
Researchers may contact the Certificate Coordinator at the NIH IC for which they are applying with questions or additional recommendations and
suggestions on language to be included in consent and assent forms regarding the Certificate of Confidentiality. (IC Contacts)
Informed Consent Form(s): HMS_CCMH_Consent Form_clean_8.1.2016.docx

12 Administration of Drugs in Research Not Funded by NIH
Research not funded by NIH in which drugs will be administered to human subjects must provide the following additional information:
Identification of drugs to be administered; e.g. Phenobarbital
Description of methods for administration of these drugs, including a statement of dosages; e.g. 50 to 100 mg 2 to 3 times daily.
Evidence that individuals who will receive the drugs are authorized to do so under applicable Federal and State law. e.g. Patients with Alzheimer's
are allowed to use anti-epileptic medications in the State of Rhode Island.

This section is not applicable (n/a) to your application

13 All Research in which a Controlled Drug or Drugs will be
Administered (Attach Copy)
All research in which a controlled drug or drugs will be administered must upload a copy of the Drug Enforcement Administration Certificate of
Registration (DEA Form 223) under which the research project will be conducted.
This section is not applicable (n/a) to your application

14 Research Project Plans for Reporting Communicable Diseases
If the research project is testing for reportable communicable diseases, the applicant must submit information relating to its plans for working with State
and local authorities as specified in the August 9, 1991 memorandum from the Assistant Secretary for Health
(http://grants.nih.gov/grants/policy/coc/cd_policy.htm).

This section is not applicable (n/a) to your application

15 Assurances
Please provide a scanned copy, on institutional letterhead, of the assurances referencing this application with signatures, identification of the signatories,
and the date of the signing. Both the PI and the Institutional Official named in this application must sign this letter. If you are a lead site applying for a
Certificate for a multi-site project, please upload the assurance from your institution. The lead site is also responsible for obtaining similar signed
assurances from all of the participating institutions and should develop appropriate agreements with these institutions to implement the assurances.

Sample language can be viewed here
The following assurances are required and should be inserted verbatim into the assurance letter to be signed and uploaded into this application:
This institution agrees to use the Certificate of Confidentiality to protect against the compelled disclosure of personally identifiable
information and to support and defend the authority of the Certificate against legal challenges.
The institution and personnel involved in the conduct of the research will comply with the applicable Federal regulation for the protection of
human subjects or, if no such Federal regulation is otherwise applicable, they will comply with 45 CFR Part 46.
This Certificate of Confidentiality will not be represented as an endorsement of the project by the DHHS or NIH or used to coerce individuals
to participate in the research project.
All subjects will be informed that a Certificate has been issued, and they will be given a description of the protection provided by the
Certificate.
Any research participant entering the project after expiration or termination of the Certificate will be informed that the protection afforded by
the Certificate does not apply to them.
Scanned signed assurance form: Eisenberg.HUM113817.Signed LOA.9.15.2016.pdf

http://healthymindsnetwork.org/hms
healthyminds@umich.edu

CONSENT FORM (with conditional sections)
You have been randomly selected to participate in this online survey from a list of all current students at [name of school].
Participation is completely voluntary and responses are strictly confidential.
Why is this study important?
The purpose of this study is to better understand issues related to students’ well-being, sources of support, use of alcohol and
other drugs, and mental and emotional health. This study is important to furthering knowledge about how students are
handling the stresses of university life and how well their mental and emotional health needs are being met. Your
participation in this confidential survey will provide valuable information that will inform programs and resources on
campus.
The Healthy Minds Study is a campus-wide study about student health and well-being. The study has been designed
specifically for students, and its success depends on gathering diverse perspectives across campus – therefore your
participation, though voluntary, is vital. This data collection is for University of Michigan’s research, your school’s use, and
a data repository maintained by the Center for Collegiate Mental Health (CCMH). Your school’s use of the data is intended
to evaluate and inform programs and services that are provided to students.
What will taking this survey be like?
We estimate it will take you about 20 minutes to complete the survey. You will be asked questions about your mood and
emotions, mental health and emotional issues you may have experienced, use of alcohol and other drugs, support you may or
may not have received, and your academic life.
*Conditional section*
Additionally, you will be entered into a sweepstakes for one of ten $100 prizes and one of two $500 prizes. All randomly
selected students at all participating institutions for this study and a similar study will be eligible to win the prizes, regardless
of participation. The sweepstakes will be conducted in June 2017 by researchers at the University of Michigan School of
Public Health in Ann Arbor, MI. The chances of winning a prize are approximately 3 in 200,000. Winners will be notified by
email and provided with information about how to collect the prize.
*Following statement will always be included in Consent Form*
Your own institution may provide their own incentive as outlined in your recruitment material.

What if I don’t have time to take the whole survey?
If you aren’t able to take the whole survey at one time, that’s no problem. You may return to this website to continue where
you left off.
What are the benefits of participation?
By participating in this survey, you may learn important information about available mental health services. It is anticipated
that some students may seek needed services as a result of study participation. This research will be used to gain an
understanding of how to best provide such services.
What are the risks of participation?
Some of the questions will ask you about sensitive or personal information such as your emotional health substance use, and
sexual assault. You can skip any questions you do not wish to answer. Even if you decide to participate now, you may change
your mind and stop at any time. Upon completion of the survey, you will receive feedback about the way you responded to
validated screening tools embedded in our survey. Depending on how you respond to the survey, your scores may indicate
areas of your mental health you may not have thought about before. At the end of the survey, you will be able to choose
whether you want to view and print off these scores. As with all screening instruments, the results (phrases and numbers)
correspond simply to your pattern of responding and are compared to other people who have taken the instrument. This
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screening is not a substitute for a clinical evaluation and is not an actual diagnosis, and only suggests that compared to
other people you MAY have the presence of mental health symptoms. You should contact a health professional for more
information and a complete evaluation, if you are interested, by consulting the resources noted for your campus. The
feedback consists of Depression, Generalized Anxiety, Social Anxiety, Academic Distress, Eating Concerns, Hostility, and
Alcohol Use scores, which could trigger feelings of discomfort. If responding to any questions makes you feel worried or
unhappy, we urge you to contact the resource mentioned at the top of each page of the survey, or the resources provided at
the very end of the survey.
Is this survey confidential?
This survey was designed to protect your privacy and confidentiality. For all randomly selected students at your institution,
the [name of school] Registrar’s Office provided basic information necessary to administer the study (name, email address)
and to conduct non-response analyses (date of birth, gender, race/ethnicity, citizenship, degree program, year in program,
academic major, and grade point average). Even if you do not participate, these data will be stored and used for non-response
analyses. Your name and personal information will not be attached to any survey data. Any information that you provide in
the survey will be stored in a file that is separate from your name, email address, or any other identifiable information.
The data from this study, without any identifiable information, will be retained in a secure repository by the research team
for future research purposes. Any reports or articles written about this survey will describe the data in the aggregate (as a
whole) and will contain no information that could allow someone to identify you. Participating institutions will receive a deidentified data set and will not be given access to individually identifiable survey data.
In addition, our partners at the CCMH , an international Practice-Research-Network that brings together clinical work,
research, and technology, will receive the aggregated de-identified data, which will include the names of schools, but not
individual identifiers, linked institutional data, nor individual student data While CCMH has no role in the research being
conducted, this survey contains measures owned by CCMH and the data collected is useful for their records, which is why
they are receiving a copy of the aggregated de-identified data of this study. If you do not want your de-identified data to be
shared with CCMH, you should not participate in this study.
The Institutional Review Board or university officials responsible for monitoring this study may inspect these records. If
you participate in the study, we will retain your identifiers for up to three years. We may contact you for one or more
follow-up surveys on similar topics. Participating in the current survey does not obligate you in any way to participate in
the future. CCMH will receive de-identified data from any subsequent HMS surveys conducted in the three years following
this survey administration. After three years, all identifiable information will be destroyed.
Some schools may request additional analysis on how measures from the survey correlate with academic outcomes. In this
case, we will link your survey data to your academic records (cumulative and semester GPA, enrollment status, and
degrees obtained), and analyze the merged data set without any identifying information, solely for the purpose of this
research analysis. We would obtain these academic records by providing your institution with a list of students who
participated in the survey, along with a non-identifying study ID for each student in the list. We would ask your institution
to return to us a database with the academic information for each student, along with the non-identifying study ID and
without any identifiers (name or email). We would then use the non-identifying study ID to link the academic records to
the deidentified survey data. Thus, your survey data will never be directly attached to your name or other identifying
information. Note, however, that the office providing academic information would, by necessity, know which students
participated in the survey (but not what the students answered to any of the questions. The aim of this analysis would be
to gain knowledge about how to promote successful academic outcomes. We will protect the confidentiality of these
records using the measures described throughout this consent form. CCMH will receive de-identified data from additional
analyses requested by the schools.
To provide additional protections to your privacy, we have obtained a Certificate of Confidentiality from the National
Institutes of Health. With this Certificate, the researchers cannot be forced to disclose information that may identify you,
even by a court subpoena, in any federal, state, or local civil, criminal, administrative, legislative, or other proceedings.
The researchers will use the Certificate to resist any demands for information that would identify you, except as explained
here. If you indicate you may harm yourself or someone else, we may report this to the authorities. Also, as noted earlier in
this document, if your institution requests an analysis of academic outcomes, your identity as a participant in this study
will be shared in the process of obtaining that data, but again, your survey responses will not be shared. You should
understand that a Certificate of Confidentiality does not prevent you or a member of your family from voluntarily
releasing information about yourself or your involvement in this research. If an insurer, employer, or other person obtains
your written consent to receive research information, then the researchers may not use the Certificate to withhold that
information.
Who’s doing this study?
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This study is being conducted by the Healthy Minds Study research team at University of Michigan’s School of Public Health
and [local school contact name] at [name of school].
What if I have questions about the survey?
If you would like to learn more about the Healthy Minds Study, you can visit http://healthymindsnetwork.org/hms.
If you have any questions, comments or concerns, you can contact the researchers at healthyminds@umich.edu. You may
also contact the principal investigator of this study, Daniel Eisenberg at daneis@umich.edu, or [local contact name, email
address, phone]. You can also the CCMH researchers at bdl10@psu.edu if you have any questions about the de-identified
data they will be receiving. If you have questions about your rights as a research participant, or wish to obtain information,
ask questions or discuss any concerns about this study with someone other than the researchers, please contact the
University of Michigan Health Sciences and Behavioral Sciences Institutional Review Board, 2800 Plymouth Rd. Building
520, Room 1169, Ann Arbor, MI 48109-2800, (734) 936-0933, irbhsbs@umich.edu, or toll free (866) 936-0933.
Please click HERE if you wish to print a copy of this consent form.

Recipient:

M.I.T.

Letter:

Greetings,
MIT: Disclose Whether Confidential Mental Health Information Was Used For
Punitive Actions
We the undersigned, being past, present and potential future members of the MIT
Community, mental health providers and professionals, and interested citizens ask
that MIT disclose whether it used confidential mental health information as the
basis for punitive actions announced on June 10, 2016. We seek other
explanations as well.
On June 10, 2016, MIT officials announced closure to an entire freshman class of
one of its facilities, a 100-year old, 140-person residence with a decades-long
history of LGBT concentration [1], citing, among other issues, illegal drug use. No
substantiation for these comments about criminal drug use has been put forth to
date.
The senior officials' comments were made as publicly as possible via sudden,
simultaneous posting worldwide on MIT's official web site [2], in a letter to the
students' parents [3], an interview with the campus newspaper [4], letters to the
alumni of the residence [7], and only lastly, to the residents themselves [8].
These comments, branding everyone in the residence as an illegal drug user, were
made so as to impede as much as possible any input or comment from any
source. The residents were caught completely unawares [1], and the campus news
interview was held, at the officials' initiation, just hours before press time and with
no advance clue as to the topic, preventing the interviewers from preparing
intelligent questions or seeking comments from those affected [5]. Subsequently,
the closure decision was announced on MIT's Housing web site for prospective
students and their parents, in large brightly-colored red letters [6], and with a link to
the official MIT web page [2] with the comments about illegal drugs. The decision
to close off this residence to an entire class has met with widespread opposition
from the present and past residents and considered harmful by many [9]. The
suddenness of the decision, lack of involvement of those affected, and widespread
communication give it a strongly punitive nature.

With no justification for these incendiary comments, and putting aside the
possibility that MIT is simply making them up -- while at the same time not being so
naive as to deny that MIT doesn't have any university's issues with drugs -- we are
concerned about what fact basis MIT has for making them with such confidence as
to be trumpeted around the world, without the benefit of any visible input from
those about whom they are made. In particular, we are concerned that MIT may
have used confidential mental health survey data [10], the only source that seems
possible to arrive at such statistics at residence level. We are more specifically
concerned about the prospect of MIT's surreptitiously cross-referencing
confidential student survey identities with the out-of-survey MIT student residence
directory to summarize the data, in a way that could not have been anticipated by
those taking the supposedly confidential [12] survey.
The above concern notwithstanding, in the interest of fairness to the vast majority
of law-abiding students who do not use illegal drugs, MIT should substantiate the
comments made about them by senior officials [11] in any case.
It is too much of a burden to put on a student that he needs to worry if taking a
survey [13] honestly could bring harm to himself and his community by having the
results of that survey used as the basis for foolish and punitive decisions. It is
further too much of a burden for us to worry about what other residence level
decisions MIT could make with data inappropriately summarized by piercing the
wall of confidentiality. Do we now worry next about closure of houses with high
rates of depression?
We ask MIT to disclose the basis for the illegal drug comments, just as publicly as
they were made.
References:
[1] <a href="http://tinyurl.com/SeniorHouseResponse"
rel="nofollow">http://tinyurl.com/SeniorHouseResponse</a>
[2] <a href="http://tinyurl.com/MITNews20160610"
rel="nofollow">http://tinyurl.com/MITNews20160610</a>
[3] <a href="http://tinyurl.com/SH2016Parents"
rel="nofollow">http://tinyurl.com/SH2016Parents</a>
[4] <a href="http://thetech.com/2016/06/10/senior-house-turnaround-announced"
rel="nofollow">http://thetech.com/2016/06/10/senior-house-turnaroundannounced</a>
[5] <a href="http://tinyurl.com/SHTechSurprise"
rel="nofollow">http://tinyurl.com/SHTechSurprise</a>
[6] <a href="http://tinyurl.com/SeniorHsSmear-2016-06-16-19-09"
rel="nofollow">http://tinyurl.com/SeniorHsSmear-2016-06-16-19-09</a>
[7] <a href="http://tinyurl.com/SH2016Alums"

rel="nofollow">http://tinyurl.com/SH2016Alums</a>
[8] <a href="http://tinyurl.com/SH2016Residents"
rel="nofollow">http://tinyurl.com/SH2016Residents</a>
[9] <a href="http://tinyurl.com/SeniorHouse"
rel="nofollow">http://tinyurl.com/SeniorHouse</a>
[10] <a
href="https://chancellor.mit.edu/sites/default/files/pdf/HMS_MIT_2015_Results.pdf"
rel="nofollow">https://chancellor.mit.edu/sites/default/files/pdf/HMS_MIT_2015_Re
sults.pdf</a>
[11] <a href="http://orgchart.mit.edu/chancellor"
rel="nofollow">http://orgchart.mit.edu/chancellor</a>
[12] <a href="http://tinyurl.com/MITHealthyMinds1"
rel="nofollow">http://tinyurl.com/MITHealthyMinds1</a>
[13] <a href="http://tinyurl.com/MITHealthyMinds2"
rel="nofollow">http://tinyurl.com/MITHealthyMinds2</a>

Signatures
Name

Location

Date

I Lived in Senior House

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-27

Molly Kosiarek

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-27

Justin Ramos

Goodlettsville, TN, United States

2016-06-27

Pravina Samaratunga

Weston, MA, United States

2016-06-27

John Hinsdale

Princeton Junction, NJ, United States

2016-06-27

Joshua Pevner

New York, NY, United States

2016-06-27

Mariana Baca

Somerville, MA, United States

2016-06-27

Faye Schwartz

Hull, MA, United States

2016-06-27

Erin Davis

San Francisco, CA, United States

2016-06-27

Jennie Block

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-27

Marvel Onga Nana

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-27

HOWARD STAFFORD

Ocala, FL, United States

2016-06-27

Jessica Hinel

New York, NY, United States

2016-06-27

Mary McCartney

Arlington, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Christine Peterson

Palo Alto, CA, United States

2016-06-28

Rebecca Corcillo

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Tanya Burka

Montreal, Canada

2016-06-28

Emilio Jasso

Alice, TX, United States

2016-06-28

Richard Lu

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

William Cattey

Woburn, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Lia Coleman

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Carolyn Atwood

Reno, NV, United States

2016-06-28

Laura Forte

Chicago, IL, United States

2016-06-28

Shervin Fatehi

McAllen, TX, United States

2016-06-28

Nicholas Benson

Glendale, CA, United States

2016-06-28

Emily Rosser

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Elizabeth Glaser

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Megan Levin

Orlando, FL, United States

2016-06-28

Carlo Biedenharn

Boston, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Roosevelt Boyland

Bellevue, NE, United States

2016-06-28

Name

Location

Date

Stephanie Pavlick

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Archana Ram

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Andrei Ivanov

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Victor Morales

Boston, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Tiffany Finley

Boulder, CO, United States

2016-06-28

Jonathan Coburn

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Anne LaBine

San Francisco, CA, United States

2016-06-28

Gabriel Karpman

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Jaclyn Wilson

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Kimberly Dauber

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Raine H

Lafayette, LA, United States

2016-06-28

Jessi Ambrose

Somerville, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Lillian McKinley

Revere, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Maura Hennessey

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Catherine Olsson

New York, NY, United States

2016-06-28

Jonathan Marcus

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Michaela Ennis

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Ben Reynolds

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

David Jin

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Ambar Mehta

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Marcus Boorstin

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Chris Pezzee

Woodinville, WA, United States

2016-06-28

Daniel Ziegler

Truckee, CA, United States

2016-06-28

Jeremy Brown

Somerville, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Luke Schlueter

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Emma Rutkowski

East Lansing, MI, United States

2016-06-28

Amanda Aparicio

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Wei Low

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Gary L. Dryfoos

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Angie Hancock

Woodinville, WA, United States

2016-06-28

Dulce isler

metuchen, NJ, United States

2016-06-28

Kelley Determan

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Name

Location

Date

Cristina Spicer

Danvers, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Jorge Gonzalez

Boston, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Nicole Glabinski

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Keri Garel

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Adrianna Rodriguez

Ho-Ho-Kus, NJ, United States

2016-06-28

Stanislav Nikolov

San Francisco, CA, United States

2016-06-28

Nicholas Pape

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Fransheska Colon

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Amanda Roberts

Telford, ENG, United Kingdom

2016-06-28

David Gomez

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Ishara Nisley

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Molly Schmidt

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Melissa Mitchell

Auburn, WA, United States

2016-06-28

Janet Li

Boston, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Nicholas Fine

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA, United States

2016-06-28

Imraan Alas

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Joseph Kaye

Mountain View, CA, United States

2016-06-28

salmon jeff

middletown, OH, United States

2016-06-28

Colleen Vrba

Chicago, IL, United States

2016-06-28

Abraham Quintero

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-28

Janaya Shelly

Catasauqua, PA, United States

2016-06-28

Sergio Sanchez

San Francisco, CA, United States

2016-06-28

Cody Daniel

San Francisco, CA, United States

2016-06-29

Loki V

Irvington, VA, United States

2016-06-29

Kate C

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Ethan DiNinno

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Damien Martin

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Sylvia Atsaves

Arlington, TX, United States

2016-06-29

Monica Bhatia

Atlanta, GA, United States

2016-06-29

Rose Robb

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Michael Rohan

Belmont, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Jessica Van Meir

Tucker, GA, United States

2016-06-29

Name

Location

Date

Elizabeth Krueger

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Xavid Pretzer

Belmont, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Madhurima Das

Canton, MI, United States

2016-06-29

Katie Sedlar

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Ahmet Musabeyoglu

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Alex Huang

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Kathleen Canepa

McAllen, TX, United States

2016-06-29

Caroline Figgatt

College Park, MD, United States

2016-06-29

Samantha Harper

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Aaron Brookner

Berkeley, CA, United States

2016-06-29

Muhammad Haider

Lahore, Pakistan

2016-06-29

Kristina Schmidt

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Esther Jang

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Jesse Chang

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Mateo Williams

Somerville, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Amartya Shankha Biswas

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Donna Wrublewski

Pasadena, CA, United States

2016-06-29

Danbee Kim

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Hallie Voulgaris

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

David Harthorn

Circle Pines, MN, United States

2016-06-29

Colin McSwiggen

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Ashley Clark

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

TR Jordan

San Mateo, CA, United States

2016-06-29

Krista Speroni

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Ellena Popova

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Julie Henion

Arlington, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Russell Hanson

Boston, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Rachel Fong

San Francisco, CA, United States

2016-06-29

Chris Varenhorst

San Francisco, CA, United States

2016-06-29

Edith Chavez

Rocklin, CA, United States

2016-06-29

Ashley Chapin

atlantic beach, NY, United States

2016-06-29

Xiao Xiao

Boston, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Name

Location

Date

Holly Josephs

Somerville, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Keisuke Matsushita

La Jolla, CA, United States

2016-06-29

Zainab Azeez

Venice, CA, United States

2016-06-29

nick kaufmann

biddeford, ME, United States

2016-06-29

Emily Zhang

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

bobby shmurda

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-29

Stacy Crouser

Lafayette, LA, United States

2016-06-29

Ashley Nash

Bridgewater, NJ, United States

2016-06-29

Issa gaytan

Pompano Beach, FL, United States

2016-06-30

Anisa Schardl

Northampton, MA, United States

2016-06-30

Theresa Dowd

Wilmington, NC, United States

2016-06-30

Franklin Klein

New York, NY, United States

2016-06-30

Douglas Sanchez

Somerville, MA, United States

2016-06-30

Deanna Heer

Vincentown, NJ, United States

2016-06-30

Henry Shackleton

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-30

Felipe Moreno

Panama City, Panama

2016-06-30

Carolyn DiNardo

Charlestown, MA, United States

2016-06-30

Samantha Cohen

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-30

Will Livernois

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-30

Daniel Clavijo

Miami, FL, United States

2016-06-30

Amy Loomis

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-06-30

Sasha Sagan

Dorchester, MA, United States

2016-07-01

Kiarash Adl

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-01

Jeremy Green

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-02

Rachel Bowens-Rubin

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-02

Robert Arlt Jr.

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-04

Nadia Madden

Groton, MA, United States

2016-07-05

Spencer Wilson

Cambridge, ENG, United Kingdom

2016-07-05

Christopher Desnoyers

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-05

Jonathan Harvey-Buschel

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-05

Kendall Mahn

East Lansing, MI, United States

2016-07-05

Tilia Kimm

Providence, RI, United States

2016-07-05

Name

Location

Date

Diana ben-Aaron

Ipswich, ENG, United Kingdom

2016-07-05

sam johnson

Broomfield, CO, United States

2016-07-05

Hane Lee

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-05

Mariana Baca

Somerville, MA, United States

2016-07-05

Benjamin Lu

Sunnyvale, CA, United States

2016-07-06

Anna Gladstone

Eugene, OR, United States

2016-07-06

Harry Rickards

Uckfield, ENG, United Kingdom

2016-07-07

Molly Nagele

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-07

Robert Johnson

New York, NY, United States

2016-07-07

Fysal Alkhayyal

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-07

Alex C

McAllen, TX, United States

2016-07-08

Jessica Maghakian

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-08

Kathleen Mahoney

Medford, MA, United States

2016-07-08

Anvita Pandit

India

2016-07-08

Joan Hinsdale

Evanston, IL, United States

2016-07-08

Joe Bergeron

Falmouth, MA, United States

2016-07-08

Magdalen Dobson

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-08

Isaac Garza

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-08

Valerie Richmond

Bowling Green, KY, United States

2016-07-08

Ayesha Bajwa

Palo Alto, CA, United States

2016-07-08

Jasmine Florentine

Somerville, MA, United States

2016-07-09

Kara Presbrey

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-07-13

Tamara Tasoff

Los Angeles, CA, United States

2016-08-02

Todd Huffman

SAN FRANCISCO, CA, United States

2016-08-02

Jose Soltren

Cedar Park, TX, United States

2016-08-03

Chad Charowhas

Chevy Chase, MD, United States

2016-08-03

Laura Harris

San Francisco, CA, United States

2016-08-04

Erin Shea

Anchorage, AK, United States

2016-08-05

Ping Huang

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-08-21

Sarah Guthrie

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-09-11

Tom Consolo

Cincinnati, OH, United States

2016-09-12

Daniela F

Boston, MA, United States

2016-09-14

Name

Location

Date

Andrew Stevens

Port Chester, NY, United States

2016-09-14

Christalee Bieber

Brooklyn, NY, United States

2016-09-14

rachel miller

cambridge, MA, United States

2016-09-14

Whitney Erin Boesel

Somerville, MA, United States

2016-09-15

T Dampier

Menlo Park, CA, United States

2016-09-15

Tara Ebsworth

Providence, RI, United States

2016-09-18

Olga Shestopalova

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-10-10

Henoch Argaw

Cambridge, MA, United States

2016-10-17

who needs GAYS GAY

Fort Lauderdale, FL, United States

2016-10-27

Linda Fay Sampson

Eugene, OR, United States

2016-11-01

Mary Cole

Boston, MA, United States

2016-12-14

Comments
Name

Location

Date

Comment

Molly Kosiarek

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-27

Sadly, I believe that many students will not answer future surveys honestly
because of this action.

John Hinsdale

Princeton Junction, NJ

2016-06-27

I believe that any parent, such as myself, who would hope to send his son or
daughter to MIT, is owed an explanation here.

Joshua Pevner

New York, NY

2016-06-27

The Institute has a history of issues with misleading students about the
confidentiality of different interactions. It's nice to see, even once, that they're
being called out for it.

Erin Davis

San Francisco, CA

2016-06-27

Living in Senior House was critical to my success at MIT and I am very
concerned that the Institute is looking to deny this experience to others.
Additionally, I am a scientist. I am very concerned that the institution where I
received my training may be conducting research in a less than ethical manner.

HOWARD STAFFORD

OCALA, FL

2016-06-27

This is simply the right thing to do.

Jessica Hinel

San Francisco, CA

2016-06-27

As a data scientist, I am concerned about violations of study subjects trust - it
jeopardizes the field's ability to do future beneficial work.

Mary McCartney

Arlington, MA

2016-06-28

I believe MIT owes the residents of Senior House an explanation.

Christine Peterson

Palo Alto, CA

2016-06-28

I believe this situation has been handled very badly.

Tanya Burka

Montreal, Canada

2016-06-28

Senior House provided me and hundreds of other students with a safe space
from which to attend university - a space in which you were able to be honest
about who you were without incurring the censure of your peers.
It was a place in which those who used drugs were encouraged to be honest,
not least because it fostered an environment where those who had substance
abuse problems were supported in eventually seeking help for them at the
point where they could acknowledge that the problems were too big to manage
themselves.
Punitive actions such as closing the house to freshmen on the basis of
anecdotal evidence or, worse, what was meant to be confidential data shared
in a purportedly-anonymous survey, does NOT help to address the underlying
issues students face.
All it does is drive them underground, seeking to hide their issues.
MIT needs to disclose where this drug-use data came from. At best it came
from ridiculously overblown stereotypes about Senior House. At worst, it came
from betraying the trust of countless undergraduates who responded to the
Mental Health survey honestly in the belief that their responses were being
treated confidentially, and could not be used to punish their dormitory for their
individual actions.

Emilio Jasso

Austin, TX

2016-06-28

It is really concerning that MIT refuses to answer pertinent questions related to
the proper use of information gathered through this survey.

William Cattey

Woburn, MA

2016-06-28

Full disclosure of data sources and methodology is required here.

Carolyn Atwood

Reno, NV

2016-06-28

MIT '83 Course X Senior House 3.5 yr resident 3.5 yr B.S. House VP

Name

Location

Date

Comment

Shervin Fatehi

McAllen, TX

2016-06-28

MIT must set an example for the rest of the world regarding proper use of
research data. I am very worried that the Institute's administration may have
failed in this responsibility and harmed the fabric of the MIT community in the
process. Please respond to these concerns quickly and transparently; if misuse
of data occurred, we must make sure that the individuals responsible are held
to account and that appropriate steps are taken to ensure that no such misuse
occurs again. Trust between students and alumni has already been seriously
damaged.

Emily Rosser

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-28

It's the height of hypocrisy to claim to be using a "data based-approach" to
solving dorm problems if those data are, at best, questionable, and still entirely
undisclosed. Please show that you respect our community enough to make
sure your data were substantiated before imposing such drastic actions on
Senior House, and release the numbers behind your reasoning.

Roosevelt Boyland

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-28

Not a Senior House resident, but I went to MIT. If this is how MIT determined
their findings (i.e. using confidential information), then all students need to
know. I know there were certain things I filled out on a few of those
questionnaires that I only said because I thought there would be no link back to
me.

Stephanie Pavlick

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-28

i love senior house

Victor Morales

Boston, MA

2016-06-28

I am a 2014 alumn who is offended by the decisions taken against Senior
House residents.

T Finley

San Antonio, TX

2016-06-28

The MIT administration has historically never supported the undergraduate
population, and now they are singling out one group as a scapegoat to try and
improve their graduation statistics. If this level of manipulating data is where the
MIT administration has stooped, I will no longer trust or believe any research
that comes out of MIT.

Jonathan Coburn

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-28

The (appearance of) unethical collection and use of data, is a stain on the
reputation of MIT. Furthermore, I resent the effect it has on my own reputation
as an alumnus and former resident of Senior House.

Catherine Olsson

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-28

Supporting MIT students' mental and physical safety is extraordinarily
important - which is why we have to do it /together/, with transparency, and with
investigational rigor. Let's find solutions that will work, towards our shared
goals, based on the realities of the situation (not hearsay or stereotyping), in
the spirit of collaboration and respect.

Michaela Ennis

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-28

I never lived in Senior Haus, but I am signing this petition because I think this
particular side of the issue impacts all of MIT. (Additionally, I had a number of
friends in SH and am pretty upset with the whole situation).
We have had a number of issues with mental health on campus in the past,
and there is always talk of people afraid to get help because of the stigma. I
never felt like there was any stigma on campus, so I was unsure of this
common sentiment. But now I understand where the stigma is coming from.
Not our peers, but the administration. People are already afraid to go to MIT
Medical. The school is now giving the impression that being honest about these
things might lead to problems not only for the individual who seeks help, but
potentially even for their living group. I am lucky enough to be able to pay out of
pocket for an out of insurance provider, but that is not feasible for many current
undergrads, and it is essential that these students are able to trust MIT.

Name

Location

Date

Comment

Jeremy Brown

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-28

I lived in Senior House my entire undergraduate curriculum. I didn't drink or do
drugs. I went on to an M.Eng, a Ph.D., gainful employment, and
entrepreneurship. The stats MIT has chosen to make public show that the
majority of residents of Senior House are successful in their academic careers.
While it certainly makes sense to try to help those who are not doing as well, it
makes no sense to publicly embarrass the entire dormitory, and its alumni to
begin with; to do so on the basis of improperly-used confidential information is
downright shameful.
Full disclosure: I took up drinking in grad school, of which there is copious
evidence on the internet. This is not Senior House's fault, but it might have
been Course 6's. Perhaps we should stop admitting grad students into course
6.

Angie Hancock

Woodinville, WA

2016-06-28

Transparency is required here. Do what is right, MIT! Senior house is the place
where many students find their tribe for the first time in their lives. Every
student is different and the diversity in living groups is crucial. Someone who
thrives at senior house would wither in new house. Don't take away choices,
especially based on non-robust, questionably obtained data. Not cool, MIT!

Keri-Lee Garel

Somerville, MA

2016-06-28

This has been mishandled by MIT, and students should not have to worry about
future punitive actions from the violation of their anonymity and confidentiality.

Fransheska Colon

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-28

Because undergrads should be able to answer survey questions without fear of
losing their home

Molly Schmidt

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-28

This situation was handled very poorly. Everyone was blindsided, and we still
don't have answers.

Nicholas Fine

Rancho Palos Verdes,

2016-06-28

CA

I just graduated from MIT, I filled out the survey in question, and I am deeply
distressed that it was utilized to punish a community I adore rather than get
people the help they requested

Abraham Quintero

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-28

I think that the administration needs to let us know if they used data in an
unethical manner.

Michael Rohan

Belmont, MA

2016-06-29

1) use of confidential information without consent
2) action based on statistics without source or methods available for review

Caroline Figgatt

College Park, MD

2016-06-29

Senior Haus alum, 2011. This is not acceptable.

Mateo Williams

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-29

The use of data from a claimed confidential survey in order to publicize claims
about illegal activity is unethical and should be stopped.

Sarina Hannon

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-29

Ethics and trust.

Danbee Kim

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-29

Respect for one's experimental subjects is an important part of science, and
respect for one's students is an important part of education. MIT, as an entity,
has a huge impact on the science and education that happens in my life and in
my communities. Holding each other to high standards on the values we hold
dear is an important part of engaging in a healthy community, and since I want
MIT to contribute positively to our community, this closure is important and
necessary.

TR Jordan

San Mateo, CA

2016-06-29

I lived in Senior House 2003-2007.

Xiao Xiao

Boston, MA

2016-06-29

MIT should set a good example for appropriate use of scientific study data.

nick kaufmann

biddeford, ME

2016-06-29

a betrayal of students with mental health issues

Name

Location

Date

Comment

Stacy Crouser

New Orleans, LA

2016-06-29

I am signing this petition because I think it is reasonable to request a full
disclosure of all information used in the actions that were taken by MIT. It did
seem excessively public and shameful to the past and current residents of
Senior house. Publicly posted articles, essays and letters can be used to
stereotype character and may possibly negatively interfere with job or
political prospects.

Ashley Nash

Washington, DC

2016-06-29

Senior House was a large part of the reason I survived MIT.

Issa gaytan

Pompano Beach, FL

2016-06-30

if MY child needs help I need to know it and I should know it but if this
affirmations were without real facts or statistics the chancellor needs to explain
them an apologize to all residents for the harm done to them and the
reputations

Amy Loomis

Cambridge, MA

2016-06-30

The administration seems very out of touch with the community it is serving,
and disrespects that community by acting first and asking questions later.
Practice better what you teach, MIT administration.

Rachel Bowens-Rubin

Cambridge, MA

2016-07-02

Freshmen should have a chance to join the amazing family community of
Senior House. Misused data should not bar MIT students from finding
belonging.

Jonathan Harvey-

Cambridge, MA

2016-07-05

Buschel

Very disappointed/angered in/by the admin's handling of this. Directly
contradicts claims of concern for student mental well-being, probably improper
data analysis, and likely involves unethical data collection. Expected better
from MIT admins.

Diana ben-Aaron

Ipswich, United Kingdom

2016-07-05

1. I am concerned about the Institute's ethical behavior falling short of its high
standards and undermining trust for studies in general. This is a teaching
moment to discuss what happened and roll back the actions taken.
2. Every city needs its Greenwich Villages. MIT in particular needs the
leavening of concentrated diversity to offset the Institute Grey of conformity that
could otherwise prevail in an institution whose historical strengths have been in
defense and industrial fields. Senior House has been one of MIT's Greenwich
Villages for more than four decades and it is important to us as alumni and
members of the MIT community that it continue in that role. At the same time it
seems clear that it is necessary to find ways to support students better. These
must rely on trust and that trust must be rebuilt, starting with honesty about the
survey and its uses.

Anna Gladstone

Eugene, OR

2016-07-06

confidentiality when promised, and clarity of communication regardless, are
crucial to successful recovery, both for people and for institutional bodies of
people, when under duress. MIT's administration are hired partly by the
students, and must come clean about their use of student data.

Kathleen Mahoney

Medford, MA

2016-07-08

I am deeply troubled by the apparently questionable ways this data was
obtained and used. Their refusal to respond to these transparency requests
reflects badly on the institution.

Anvita Pandit

India

2016-07-08

I wrote an open letter to the Chancellor about this survey, sent to the email
address meant for community concerns. That was three weeks ago. No
response.

Joan Hinsdale

Evanston, IL

2016-07-08

I stayed in Senior house with my brother.
I Am a health professional and believe confidential mental health information
needs to be kept confidential. No punitive measures should ever be taken.

Jasmine Florentine

Somerville, MA

2016-07-09

If MIT really wants to tackle mental health problems it needs to be transparent
and work with students. Many MIT students are (rightfully!) suspicious enough
of the administration and on-campus mental health to not speak up when it
could help them and the community, and now they're even more likely to keep
quiet.

Name

Location

Date

Comment

Kara Presbrey

Cambridge, MA

2016-07-13

Over and over, MIT has shown a lack of respect for students by betraying trust
and undermining carefully negotiated agreements. How can they claim to stand
for anything other than treachery???

Tamara Tasoff

Los Angeles, CA

2016-08-02

I disagree with the institutes actions and reasoning for the actions.

Whitney Erin Boesel

Somerville, MA

2016-09-15

I couldn't have said it any better than Jonathan did, below:
"The (appearance of) unethical collection and use of data is a stain on the
reputation of MIT. Furthermore, I resent the effect it has on my own reputation
as an alumnus and former resident of Senior House."
As a social scientist & researcher myself, I am deeply disappointed in how MIT
has handled this entire affair.

Tara Ebsworth

Providence, RI

2016-09-18

The MIT administration needs to be held accountable for its actions and their
affect on the MIT community and MIT's reputation.

Date: January 5, 2017
John Hinsdale:
The following is in response to your January 2, 2017 request for delivery information on
your Certified Mail™/RRE item number 9514800031006365000232. The delivery record
shows that this item was delivered on January 5, 2017 at 10:49 am in CAMBRIDGE, MA
02138. There is no delivery signature on file for this item.
Thank you for selecting the Postal Service for your mailing needs. If you require
additional assistance, please contact your local Post Office or postal representative.
Sincerely,
United States Postal Service

TO:
Jagruti Patel
Director, Special Projects, MIT
77 Massachusetts Ave.
Building 10-205
Cambridge, MA 02139

Date: January 5, 2017
John Hinsdale:
The following is in response to your January 2, 2017 request for delivery information on
your Certified Mail™/RRE item number 9514800031006365000249. The delivery record
shows that this item was delivered on January 5, 2017 at 9:56 am in ANN ARBOR, MI
48109. There is no delivery signature on file for this item.
Thank you for selecting the Postal Service for your mailing needs. If you require
additional assistance, please contact your local Post Office or postal representative.
Sincerely,
United States Postal Service

TO:
Daniel Eisenberg
Assoc. Prof. of Health Management and Policy
1415 Washington Heights, SPH II
University of Michigan
Ann Arbor, MI 48109

Date: January 5, 2017
John Hinsdale:
The following is in response to your January 2, 2017 request for delivery information on
your Certified Mail™/RRE item number 9514800031006365000256. The delivery record
shows that this item was delivered on January 5, 2017 at 10:49 am in CAMBRIDGE, MA
02138. There is no delivery signature on file for this item.
Thank you for selecting the Postal Service for your mailing needs. If you require
additional assistance, please contact your local Post Office or postal representative.
Sincerely,
United States Postal Service

TO:
Maria T. Zuber
Vice President, Research, MIT
77 Massachusetts Ave.
Building 54-518
Cambridge, MA 02139

Date: January 5, 2017
John Hinsdale:
The following is in response to your January 2, 2017 request for delivery information on
your Certified Mail™/RRE item number 9514800031006365000263. The delivery record
shows that this item was delivered on January 5, 2017 at 10:49 am in CAMBRIDGE, MA
02138. There is no delivery signature on file for this item.
Thank you for selecting the Postal Service for your mailing needs. If you require
additional assistance, please contact your local Post Office or postal representative.
Sincerely,
United States Postal Service

TO:
Martin A. Schmidt
Office of the Provost, MIT
77 Massachusetts Ave.
Building 3-208
Cambridge, MA 02139

Date: January 5, 2017
John Hinsdale:
The following is in response to your January 2, 2017 request for delivery information on
your Certified Mail™/RRE item number 9514800031006365000270. The delivery record
shows that this item was delivered on January 5, 2017 at 10:49 am in CAMBRIDGE, MA
02138. There is no delivery signature on file for this item.
Thank you for selecting the Postal Service for your mailing needs. If you require
additional assistance, please contact your local Post Office or postal representative.
Sincerely,
United States Postal Service

TO:
Cynthia Barnhart
Office of the Chancellor, MIT
77 Massachusetts Ave.
Building 10-200
Cambridge, MA 02139

Date: January 5, 2017
John Hinsdale:
The following is in response to your January 2, 2017 request for delivery information on
your Certified Mail™/RRE item number 9514800031006365000287. The delivery record
shows that this item was delivered on January 5, 2017 at 10:49 am in CAMBRIDGE, MA
02138. There is no delivery signature on file for this item.
Thank you for selecting the Postal Service for your mailing needs. If you require
additional assistance, please contact your local Post Office or postal representative.
Sincerely,
United States Postal Service

TO:
L. Rafael Reif
Office of the President, MIT
77 Massachusetts Ave.
Building 3-208
Cambridge, MA 02139

Date: January 23, 2017
John Hinsdale:
The following is in response to your January 23, 2017 request for delivery information on
your Certified Mail™/RRE item number 9514800031006365000300. The delivery record
shows that this item was delivered on January 9, 2017 at 3:24 pm in ANN ARBOR, MI
48109. The scanned image of the recipient information is provided below.
Signature of Recipient :

Address of Recipient :

Thank you for selecting the Postal Service for your mailing needs.
If you require additional assistance, please contact your local Post Office or postal
representative.
Sincerely,
United States Postal Service

TO:
James A. Ashton-Miller
Assoc. VP, Research Policy and Compliance
4080 Fleming Building
University of Michigan
Ann Arbor, MI 48109

