
The Whitehead Institute for Biomedical Research, in collaboration with Center for 
Strategic and International Studies (CSIS), developed a series of seminars, The A ’ e ~ i  
Bioloa: Challenges and Opportunities, to stimulate dialogue between leaders in science, 
medicine, law, biotechnology and senior government policymakers on matters that will 
shape much of the genomic revolution’s impact on individuals and institutions in this 
country. The series took place at the CSIS headquarters in  Washington. D.C.. and drew 
150+ attendees including Senator Bill Frist (R-TN) and Representatives M ichacl 
Capuano (D-MA), Louise Slaughter (D-NY), Dave Weldon (R-FL), Lynn Rivers (D-MI). 
Cal Dooley (D-CA), Eva Clayton (D-NC), Jerrold Nadler (D-NY). and Jim McDcrniott 
(D-WA). 

March 29, 2001 
“Five Tough Questions Emerging from the Revolution in Genomics” 
Moderator: Dr. Gerald R. Fink, Director, Whitehead Institute 
Speakers: 
Dr. Eric Lander, Director, Whitehead Center for Genomic Research 
Dr. Philip Reilly, CEO, Interleukin Genetics, Inc. 

May 1,2001 
“DNA Forensics: Should the United States Establish a Universal Database?” 
Moderator: Dr. Philip Reilly, CEO, Interleukin Genetics, Inc. 
Speakers: 
Barry C. Scheck, J.D., Professor, Cardozo School of Law 
Dr. Paul B. Ferrara, Director, Virginia Division of Forensic Science 

May 23,2001 
“Stem Cells and Cloning: Medicine and Controversy” 
Moderator: Dr. David C. Page, Chairman, Whitehead Institute Task Force on Genetics 
and Public Policy 
Speakers: 
Dr. Rudolf Jaenisch, Member, Whitehead Institute for Biomedical Research 
Dr. George Q. Daly, Fellow, Whitehead Institute for Biomedical Research 
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Whitehead Institute Fall Author Series: Science in Process 

The Whitehead Institute’s 2003 author series, “Science in Process,” brought nationally 
known science writers to Massachusetts for readings and public discussions on how 
communicating science shapes the process of discovery. Disputing the notion that science 
moves in an orderly fashion from hypothesis and data to “eureka” moments, these science 
insiders shared their insights into how research is conducted and reported. 

Participating authors were Joann Rodgers, author of Sex: A Natural History, and Sheldon 
Krimsky, author of Science in the Private Interest: Has the Lure of Profits Corrupted 
Biomedical Research? Deborah Blum, Pulitzer Prize winning author of Love ut Goon 
Park: Harry Harlow and the Science ofAffection was scheduled to present the thirds and 
final program. Unfortunately, due to inclement weathers, the session was cancelled. 

In collaboration with Borders Books, all readings were open to the public and held at 
Cambridgeside Galleria, Cambridge MA location of Borders Boolts. The informal venue 
drew small groups that allowed for casual, open discussion. One of the great values of 
this program is that enables us to reach public audiences less exposed to science. It was 
tremendously valuable to test the feasibility of such program in Boston and to evaluate 
ways in which we can further engage the public in dialogue about science. 


