Maynard Olson <mvo@u.washington.edu> July 22, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Kathryn Maxson <kat.maxson@duke.edu>
Re: Permission to quote from email to Bob Waterston

Kat,
Permission granted. Good luck with your poster. | would be curious to know what gets discussed at an S&T Gordon Conference.
Best regards,

Maynard

On Fri, 20 Jul 2012, Kathryn Maxson wrote:

Dear Maynard,

| hope that your summer is going well. Mine has been very busy, as | have been combing through sources and writing up my report of the Bermuda
Principles project. | am also presenting the research in progress at the Gordon Conference on S&T policy coming up at the beginning of August, and
next week | will be putting together a poster for that.

| am writing for specific permission to use quotes from the attached email you sent to Bob Waterston in 1996, regarding your opinions of the Bermuda
Principles. Your archiving form placed no restrictions on sharing materials associated with your interview outside our research group, but | just
wanted to make sure that you intended the email to be part of those materials.

Please do let me know, and thank you so much again for your participation in this project.

All my best,
Kat




From mvo@u.washington.edu Fri May 3 14:30:37 1996

Date: Fri, 3 May 1996 14:30:36 -0700 (PDT)

From: Maynard Olson <mvo@u.washington.edu>

To: Bob Waterston <bwaterst@watson.wustl.edu>

Subject: my press clippings

Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.3.92a.960503141559.27064A-100000@saul3.u.washington.edu>
MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

Status: O

X-Status:

I have not caught up with the quotations that you saw, supposedly
summarizing my views on data release. Which Science issue contained them?

It is true that I have expressed my displeasure to the NCHGR staff about
the way that the data-release issue has been handled. Science may have
picked up on this viewpoint, given the press's interest in controversy.

My displeasure has several roots:

1. I did not think that the Bermuda Meeting was an appropriate forum in
which to establish policy on this critical issue.

2. I do not like manifestos and "unanimous" pronouncements on highly
technical issues. Most people are simply being rail-roaded under these
circumstances, in response to unwise conversion of a technical issue into
a moral one.

3. I do not believe that any scientist should ever be forced into what
amounts to real-time release of raw data.

4. T have yet seen a proposal that is well enough specified that I

could take a meaningful position on it. The most specific proposals that
I have seen are too close to real-time release of raw data for me to
support.

In short, I was just being difficult in an effort to raise the level of
discussion. I am all in favor of rapid data release and agree that past
performance of most large-scale sequencing projects has been unacceptable.
In particular, I do not think that genome centers should be able to sit on
data long enough to allow them to gain any meaningful competitive
advantage in exploiting its biological content.

Apparently, we will see each other soon at the NLM. I arrive late Sunday
night. However, I hope that will be enough unscheduled time to allow some
informal visiting.
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