
Iceland's recently passed bill approving a privately owned central 
database of health records is defended in a letter from an Icelandic 
government official. Two Ceorgetown University faculty members 
offer their views of a grievance filed by the faculty against the ad- 
ministration and express hope that the administration will reconsid- 
er their decision about a university-wide compensation policy. An 
animal husbandry expert says that "making transgenic livestock by 
injecting livestock [is not likely to] make livestock cloning obsolete." 
The use of phytolith analysis to date the origin of agriculture in 
South America is questioned. And the staffing of adequate science 
and technology experts in the U.S. State Department is advocated. 

Iceland's Central Database of The ethical and legal issues under con- 

Health Records sideration are not unique to Iceland. The 
dilemmas we are facing in developing a 

In the article "Opponents criticize Iceland's system that facilitates progress whiie fie- 
database?'by Martin Enserink (News of the serving patient rights are complex and de- 
Week, 30 Oct., p. 859), a number of critics serve a thorough analyses, 
of a proposed bill of law on a central health The need for an informed public debate 
records database then under discussion in is recognized. and thus drafts of the Dro- 
Althingi, the Icelandic parliament, 
are cited. The bill has since been re- 
vised, passed with almost a two- 
thirds majority, and has become law 
in Iceland (M. Enserink, News of the 
Week, 1 Jan., p. 13). 

The article reviews only the neg- 
ative comments that have appeared, 
and there is no analysis of the con- 
tents of the bill, including its numer- 
ous stipulations dealing with data 
protection and with precautions to 
prevent misuse of information. 

A subsequent letter to the editor 
by B. ~ndefsen  (1 1 Dee., P. 1993) Iceland's parliament, Althingi, gave the go-ahead for 
is incorrect in its Statement that a controversial central health record database. 
Icelandic patients' ability to use 
their health records for various purposes posal in three languages have been put on 
are limited by the bill. the Internet at various stages to enhance 

In fact, the law has been very carefully the active participation of as many as pos- 
drafted, taking into consideration the inter- sible. Those readers who would like fur- 
national obligations that Iceland has un- ther information are referred to www.stjr. 
dertaken. It has been submitted to reviews ishtr. 
by Icelandic and foreign authorities on the Ragnheidur Haraldsd6ttir 
issues dealt with, and revisions have been Deputy Permanent Secretary, Ministry of ~ e a l t h  

made based on the manv constructive and Social Security, Reykjavik, Iceland 

comments that were received 
The bill has been harshly criticized, but 

it has also received substantial praise for its 
progressive stance and its promise to pre- 
serve human rights while facilitating scien- 
tific endeavors for the benefit of health. 

Iceland has outstanding health statis- 
tics, a high quality of health care, thorough 
patient and genealogy records, and a well- 
educated public in favor of participating in 

3 an experience such as the one proposed in 
5 the bill. This situation imposes on us an 
g ethical obligation and gives us a unique 
8 opportunity to promote medical sciences. 

Georgetown Faculty Grievance 
We would like to amplify the Sciencescope 
item "Georgetown faculty on warpath" (1 1 
Dec., p. 1967). In December 1997, 18 
tenured Georgetown University Medical 
Center faculty filed a grievance against 
Medical Center Executive Vice President 
Sam Wiesel and University President Leo 
O'Donovan for instituting a faculty com- 
pensation policy that was enacted at their 
behest bythe board of directors without 
faculty approval. The grievance asserted 
that the policy violated the tenure contract 

with the university as well as the principles 
of academic freedoin and economic secuii- 
ty set forth by the university in the Faculty 
Handbook, a code of conduct and gover- 
nance developed by the board. 

The grievance was adjudicated in accor- 
dance with the university's grievance code, 
first by a grievance panel chaired by faculty 
member Sam Dash, which affirmed the 
grievants' position and mandated that the 
plan not be implemented, and second, upon 
appeal by the administration, by the full 
university Grievance Code Committee, 
which also found in favor of the grievants. 
The last level of appeal was to be to a uni- 
versity executive vice president designated 
by the president, but he declined to appoint 
a designee, and therefore, by default, the 
grievance process ended and the commit- 
tee's decision was declared final. 

However, unbeknownst to the commit- 
tee, the president convened a meeting of 
several board members to ask that they 
nullify the committee's decision, prohibit 
further grievances concerning the policy, 
and suspend the policy, but not retroactive- 
ly to 1 July (I). By taking this extraordi- 
nary action, the president and board of 
directors not only illegally nullified the 
grievance process but enlarged the scope of 
the grievance to encompass all tenured fac- 
ulty at the university's Medical Center, 
Main Campus, and Law School. Because 
during the ensuing year, attempts to resolve 
this issue with the administration have 
been met with anything but "the spirit of 
cooperation and collegiality" as has been 
proclaimed, the grievants have been left 
with little alternative but to file a lawsuit. It 
is still hoped that in the best interests of 
faculty and students alike, the president 
and board will reconsider their decision to 
suspend due process and reaffirm the uni- 
versity's obligation to tenured faculty, prin- 
ciples that have been the cornerstone of 
Georgetown University for 200 years. 
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Livestock Cloning 
Anne Simon Moffat does a fine job in her 
article "Improving gene transfer in live- 
stock" (News of the Week, 27 Nov., p. 
1619). However, I do not agree with the fi- 
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