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1982 ACS CPS II Instructions for Researchers (who enrolled all subjects) (See Attached PDF) 

“SOME QUESTIONS YOU MAY BE ASKED BY PEOPLE YOU ENROLL 

Q.  Will the information on the questionnaire be kept confidential? 

A.  Yes.  It will be used only for research purposes.  We will never release information about 

any particular person and will not release addresses to any agency for any purpose, whatsoever.”  

 

 

1982 ACS CPS II Fact Sheet (given to each enrolled subject) (See Attached PDF) 

“QUESTIONS YOU MAY HAVE ABOUT THIS STUDY 

Q.  Will my information be kept confidential? 

A.  Yes.  We will use it only for research purposes and will not release addresses to any agency 

for any purpose.”  

 

 

 

January 25, 2007 Jerrett CARB/UCB Contract Agreement No. 06-332:  “Spatiotemporal 

Analysis of Air Pollution and Mortality in California Based on the American Cancer Society 

Cohort” (http://www.scientificintegrityinstitute.org/Jerrett012510.pdf) and  

(http://www.scientificintegrityinstitute.org/CARBBook012507.pdf).  Page 13 of 87 states: 

 

http://www.scientificintegrityinstitute.org/Jerrett012510.pdf
http://scientificintegrityinstitute.org/CARBBook012507.pdf


July 11, 2008 CARB “Tran” PM2.5 Mortality Teleconference Transcript: Jerrett describing to 

Enstrom ACS CPS II subjects in CA being geocoded for PM2.5 exposure based on their address 

(http://www.scientificintegrityinstitute.org/CARB071108.pdf) and 

(http://scientificintegrityinstitute.org/CARBTeleconference071108.wav) 

 

(0:55:18 Hours:Minutes:Seconds of Teleconference)  

“Jerrett: I’m willing to share exposure estimates, but I would point out that that would require a 

separate ARB approval and we’d have to get all the locations and approvals from ACS because 

the location is here. I have…and the CPS II data are being hand delivered, flown out here, to be 

picked up in Atlanta on Monday and coming out Tuesday and then I’m putting them into an 

1800 pound safe that’s got a 2 inch metal door on it, you now, highly secure. So, this is not 

something, we don’t ever exchange these data by mail or any other means. So it’s going to mean 

that we would have to go back out to Atlanta and geo code this older cohort. We’re not going to 

get as a good an address match because the GIS files going back in time are pretty sparse. Then 

we would have to bring it to our lab and assign the exposures as we’re assigning the other ones.” 
 

 

 

February 26, 2010 CARB Symposium 

"Estimating Premature Deaths from Long-term Exposure to PM2.5" 

(http://www.cal-span.org/cgi-bin/archive.php?owner=CARB&date=2010-02-26) 

 

During Symposium Michael Jerrett read this ACS CSP II Data Access Policy Statement   

(3:22:30-3:24:50 Hours:Minutes:Seconds of Symposium) 

“I have one important statement that was sent to me by the American Cancer Society and that is 

that the American Cancer Society appreciates and fully supports the value of independent 

analysis particularly when it comes to issues of public health for which there are political and 

commercial interests.  This is why such examinations undertaken regarding American Cancer 

Society CPS II analysis of air pollution is the most influential study of small particulate air 

pollution, particularly the Pope study.  Because the geographical location is a key component of 

the analysis there is no way to de-identify the data.  The geographic address is the key to the 

analysis.  Releasing the data publicly would expose American Society to charges of unethical 

practice.  It’s hard to imagine an institutional review board that would sanction the release of 

data in which names and addresses are included.” 

 

 

 

http://www.scientificintegrityinstitute.org/CARB071108.pdf
http://scientificintegrityinstitute.org/CARBTeleconference071108.wav
http://www.cal-span.org/cgi-bin/archive.php?owner=CARB&date=2010-02-26


Enstrom Conclusion 

In 2008 or earlier, when ACS gave address information for geocoding to Jerrett, et al. they 

violated their 1982 agreement with CPS II subjects to keep questionnaire data, particularly 

addresses, strictly confidential.  This violation has already occurred and has nothing to do with 

with the US House Science Committee request for de-identified data on CPS II subjects. 












