RESEARCH
AMERICA

AN ALLIANCE FOR DISCOVERIES IN HEALTH®

Making Medical Research
a National Priority:
The Work of Research!America

Mary Woolley, President, Research!America

Sept. 23, 2010
Stockholm



“Doubling the NIH
budget was not
possible without
Research!America.”




Recognition for Our Role
-]

THE WALL STREET JOURNAL

“The driving force behind the huge 15%
increase in the NIH budget to $15.6 billion
was an umbrella organization called
Research!America.”

- Al Hunt
The Wall Street Journal
December 24, 1998
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Influencing the Policy Agenda: 1999

A former Senator tells why he was wrong to neglect medical research funding.
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& “1 Had No Symptoms
By Paul Simon Of Heal't AttaCk...”

S 1 LOOK BACK ON MY 22 YEARS IN THE  heart arteries. The device takes a type of picture of the  Presbyterian-St. Luke’s Medical Center in Chicago on
A House and Senate, 1 realize I would like o heart and coronary arteries (called a “heart scan,” some-  Now. 10 last year. The scan took 10 minutes, but the re-
change a few of the votes I cast. Most people—  thing like an X-ray) that can pick up hidden problems.  sults were startling: I was headed for a heant anack or
and politicians probably more than most—hate to ad- I had no symptoms of heart trouble, such as chest pain ~ stroke. As a result, last
mit they are wrong. I was wrong though, and that was  or shortness of breath, but the article noted that about 20 Jan. 5 I had a six-way
brought home to me recently in a most dramatic way.  percent of those over 60 (I am 70) who have a heart at-  heart bypass operation.
It started when 1 happened to read a magazine arti-  tack or stroke have no advance wamings. Today, I'm doing
cle on a new device for measuring blockage of the 1 set up an appointment for a heart scan at Rush-  fine. It tumns out that the
heart scan—developed
as a result of rescarch

1glas Boyd
. . . . versity of
“Two-thirds of Americans agree that funding for medical research | i
ably saved
ly, I had to

should be doubled, according to a poll taken last year by the piisie

funds for
earch Wias Eoemen Sen. Paul Simen (D, IiL)

nonprofit advocacy group Research!America.” JE g s

1e or effort

served in the Congress. I felt other issues
were more important. Now I know how wrong I was.
All around me are others—former colleagues and

Reprinted with permission from Parade, copyright © 1999

PARADE Magazine is the most widely read weekly magazine in  RFSEARCH
the U.S., with a circulation of over 75 million. AMERICA
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“As a member of the U.S.
Senate, it is incumbent upon me
to hear the public voice about
important issues.
Research!America, through its
national surveys, gives me added
evidence of the importance of
medical and health research to
our citizenry.”

Sen. Arlen Specter (D-PA)



Research!America’s Mission
.,

Make research to improve
health a higher national
priority
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Research!America: 21 Years of Putting

Research on the Public Agenda
-]

. Non-profit alliance with member
organizations drawn from academia, business,
patient organizations and scientific societies
representing more than 125 million Americans

. Distinguished, all-volunteer board includes
former elected and appointed officials, media
and public relations leaders, and leaders from
alliance member organizations
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Research!America’s

International Affiliates
e

Research Australia
Founded: 2000

Mission: To make health and medical research a higher national
priority.

Research Canada

An Alliance for Health Discovery

Founded: 2005, evolved from the Council for Health Research in
Canada (CHRC)into a broad-based alliance dedicated to
collaborative advocacy action that builds support nationwide.

Mission: To help Canadians maintain and improve their health by
ensuring Canada is a world leader in health research.
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Distinguished Board Includes:

-]
. Former members of Congress and high-level
Administration officials

. Leaders of academic and industry research

. Public health leaders

. Leaders of voluntary health organizations

. Major media personalities

. Venture capitalists

. Top advertising and public relations executives
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What We Faced in 1989:

“Preoccupation by Congress and the
Administration with deficit reduction and
competition for appropriations in a resource-
scarce environment have resulted in woeful
under funding of government agencies
involved in medical research”

— from Research! America’s Charter
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Elements of Success: 1992-2002

Campaign to Double the NIH Budget
s

. Set a very aggressive, quantifiable goal

. Assess the political environment
Develop messages to support the goal

. Constantly test and demonstrate public support
Employ earned and paid media
Employ targeted lobbying when appropriate

. Track progress

Be persistent
. Say “thank you”
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First: A Definition

To advocate means to speak up, to plead the
case of another or to champion a cause.

It is something that most of us routinely do on behalf

of our families, our neighbors, our friends and
ourselves.

Organized, persistent advocacy is the key to public
policy change.
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Elements of Success: 1992-2002

Campaign to Double the NIH Budget
s

. Set a very aggressive, quantifiable goal
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Set a Very Aggressive
Quantifiable Goal

W POLICY FORUM /..

Science and the New Administration
J. Michael Bishop, Marc Kirschner, Harold Varmus

With s new presidencial Administration
now in office, the wientific community i
hopefal that messures will be taken to
enhance rescarch newd the contributions it
can make to our soclety, What lictle was
wald of rescarch duetng the punkumxl cam-
palgas wimacinal nalum
ment and economic -unml-e This limited
focus probably arcee from the necessities d
dectoeal polieics. Now it is

peurs

pler and less contly devices: Inexpensive vizal
vaccines now save the Unised States billions
of dollses annually; new 1ests for viruses have
hdped cleanse our blood mipply, gready
reducivg the econcanic losses from diseases
that are spread by transfusion; and growth
factons fos oo clls are surting the suses of
carlng Sor patients who recelve bone masrow
transplaneation or chemeeherapy for cancer.
Second, & al rercarch spawned the

hroaden the discussion 1o include sipecs m
the scientific enterprise that are essencial
for its long-term viabiliry.

The oppostunities for progress through
wience are greater than ever, However, the
lase decade has wimessed an accelerating
craosion of the infr for fusd

blotechnology industry, of which cur nstlon

(s the endispured leader. Biotechnology s a

growing contributor to our economy, a

source of diverse and gratifying emplosment,

a ‘stimvadus ©o allied indwstries that produce

the materials reqeired for moleculae research
(R

al research (n the United Seates. If that
croslon & not reversed soon the pace of
discovery will necessarlly decline, with
widespread consequences for  industry,
bealth care, and education.

In hopes that Presidens Clintoo and Vice
Pressdent Gore will soon address the proe-
pocts for basic science in the United Staces,
we offcr our view of how fundsmental re-
sesrch benefits our nation and what should
be done o secure those benchits for the
future. We speak here for biomedical re-
search, our asca of expertise, but believe that
our remarks illusteate problems and oppoctu-
nities found throughoot science.

The Promise of Biomedical
Research

Recent progress in bomedical rescarch has
brought an understanding of molecules,
cells, and cepantsms far beyond anything
anticipated @ peneration ago. The beoefus
of this progress include the makings of a
revolution in preventive medicing; novel
approaches to the diagnosis and trestment
of cancer, heart attacks, infectiors, inher-
ited disemses. and other ailments; the pros-
peet of improving agriculteral prodectivicy
i ways never imagined by the Greon Reve
obstion; new tocls foe envircamental pro-
roctiony, and o rencwed impetus o stimulute
and inform public interest Ln sclence.

The econamic benehiss of these gadns are
substantial. Consider two examples: Finst, ic
is often argued that advances in research
increase the costs of health care. However,
biomedical research typically generates sim-

Trw auhars am on the oty of the Scrool of Med
e & the Univerty of Calfomia. San francece. srnd
&6 MenDWs of he Joire Steerng Committee for
Tt

“a

and develop &D), snd & vigorous
partner to our ncademic institutions in the
war agalnst discwse.

Chall 1o B dieal h

Despite the progress, preeminence, and
promise of ‘\me'm an hnm:duzl rmrch
the enterprise i

funding of rewearch and its infrastructure,
flawed governmental ovenight of science,
confusion sbout the goals of federally sup-
ported resesech, and deficiencies in science
educaton.

The productivity of Momedical research
is limited most immediacely by fnancial
resources. In 1992 the nation spent about
$10 billion on biomedical research, mostly
by congressional appeogeiations o the Na-
tional Inatitutes of Health (NTH). This
investment it too small by several meares:
() The United States curently devotes
between $600 and $800 billion annually to
health care, yet less than 2% s reinvested
in the stady of disease. [n conmast, the
Jefense indusry spends about 15% of s
budget on research. (1) U.S. expenditures
on R&D as a percentage of our gross na-
tioesl product have been declining steadily
and are now kower than thow of Japan snd
Germany. Moreover, 60% of cur R&D
dollary is designated for deferve. (1) The
funding of spproved NIH grant applications
b fullens below 15% In some cstegorics
and under 25% tn many, compared with
rates of 30% or mare kn the preceding two
decades, when progress was so tapid. Under
these conditions, cuttanding proposals
cannot be pursued, first-rate investipatons
have become dispirited, and even the best
students are discouraged from pusuing &
carees in sclence. (iv) Owtstanding inatitu.
thors lack funds for Lsborstories and re-

SCIENCE * VOL. 159 * 22 JANUARY 1993

a1l M YT SV 18 23 R N R

placement of inadequate Instrements; as »
resudt, the condict of bicmedical sescasch s
constrained und even dangerous,
Biomedical rescarch is alio lmpeded by
outmoded procedures foe the federal admin-
\stramion of science. Agencies that should
be working together 10 promote research in
the life sciences instead remzin sepatared in
competing departments. NIH has suffered
from = chain of command that requires
approval from secresaries and sndersecre-
tarics with lizde expertie o1 Interest in
wclonce. Some sources of funding for re
comrshs b shve Hike salonsos lask appeopeises
mochanisms o exgenise for initiating,
Judgtng, and administering peograms, snd
others have not adapted thetr mechanisms
appeopriately to the progress that has been
made in research. For example, many of the
NIH study sections, tradinonally the pride
of the peerpeview system, are now onga-
nized according to cutmoded or otherwise
inappeopriate categortes. In additiom, the
governmene has not leamed how w involve
the sciensific community ndequately in »d.
mindstrutive docisions to initiate cargeted
peojects. To cope with o decaying infra-
seructere, Congress has occasionally sppeo-
peiated substantial funds for construction,
but they have done so in 3 way that circum-
vents peet review and serves local needs
rather than the advancement of sience 353
whole
The confidence that the sclentific com-
munity once hod in the federnl povernance
of biomedicsl reseasch haa been further
eroded by the use of inapproprlate criteris
foe appointments o high-ranking positions,
parvcalarly within the Departmeat of
Health and Human Scrvices. [n recent
sdministracions, it has become common-
place to corwider political views on issues
such as abortion and the use of fersl tisue
in tewarch. This tendency has comgro-
mised our ahility to select leaders on the
basis of their sclentific accomplishments
and thele capaciy o manage complex pro-
grams and make objective decisions-
These administrative problems have
been compounded by confusion over the
goals of federally supported biomedical re-
sarch. Economic woes have encouraped
calls for incremed application of cument
knowledge 1o pmctical peoblems in all
branches of science. These appeals have
wecial resonance in bioeedical science
now that so many cpportunities foe practi
cal spplications are at hand. In recent
moaths, such calls for applied science have
galned further peominence because they
have been champloned by National Sci-
ence Foundation (NSF) director Walter
Mussey and Representative George Brown
(D-CA), a Jong-tirme friend of science (1).
Claims that "society needs to negotinte 3
new contract with the schentific community

Respected Researchers
Made the Case

‘...we recommend
increasing the NIH budget
by 15% per year, which
would double the budget in
current dollars by 1998.”

— J. Michael Bishop, Marc Kirschner,
Harold Varmus RESEARCH
Science. January 22, 1993 AMERICA

AN ALLIANCE FOR DISCOVERIES IN HEALTH'



“[The goal] has to feel
like history.
Incrementalism leaves
the audience in a
snooze.”




Elements of Success: 1992-2002

Campaign to Double the NIH Budget
s

. Assess the political environment
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Barriers to Achieving the Doubling

Goal, Mid-1990s:
I

. U.S. economy struggling

. Presidents George H.W. Bush and Bill Clinton
not vocal champions for NIH

. Handful of Congressional champions

. Members of Congress and American public
unfamiliar with NIH

. Stakeholders focused on disease-specific
advocacy

. Researchers resistant to public engagement
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Elements of Success: 1992-2002

Campaign to Double the NIH Budget
s

. Develop messages to support the goal
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Develop Messages to Support
the Goal

Less than a nickel of every health care dollar
in the U.S. is being spent on medical and
health research

Source: 1999 Research!lAmerica Issue Paper:
“How Much Is Really Spent On Medical and RESEARCH

Health Research?” AMER CA
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Develop Messages to Support
the Goal
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Local Always Matters
1

. “All politics is local.” —
Thomas Phillip “Tip” O’Neill, :
Speaker of the House, 1977-87 !

P R o

. Local media is crucial:

San Jose Mercury-News, Stevens Point (WI) Journal,
Anchorage Daily News, lowa City Press-Citizen,
Gainesville (FL) Sun, WWL-AM, WCAX-TV, Dayton
(OH) Daily News, KTVB-TV, The Idaho Statesman,
Omaha World Herald, The Oregonian, Topeka (KS)
Capital-Journal, St. Louis Post-Dispatch
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Elements of Success: 1992-2002

Campaign to Double the NIH Budget
s

. Constantly test and demonstrate public support
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“...public sentiment
is everything. With
public sentiment,
nothing can fail;
without it nothing
can succeed.”

IAbraham Lincoln




Poll Methodology

Typical of general media and
political polling:

- Telephone poll by random-digit dialing
- Size: 1,000+ adults aged 18 and over
- Theoretical sampling error: +/- 3.0%
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1996: Public Opinion Lends
Support to Doubling Concept

Currently, about 3 cents of each health care dollar spent in the U.S.
goes for medical research. How many cents out of each health care
dollar do you think we should spend on medical research?

® Double or more

16%

57% 3 cents

B Less than three cents

No answer/don't
know

22%

RESEARCH

Source: Aggregate, 1996 AMER.CA
Charlton Research Company for Research!America




2001: Support for Doubling Strong

Do you support or oppose a proposal to double total national spending
on government-sponsored medical research over five years?

6% m Support
Don't support
24% 70%
® Don't know
RESEARCH
Source: Aggregate, 2001 AMERCA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America °



1999: Public is Willing to Pay
More 1in Taxes

1
Would you be willing to pay $1 per week more in taxes for more health
research?
6%
m Yes
61%
No
33%
® Don't know
RESEARCH
Source: Aggregate, 1999 AMERCA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America °



Elements of Success: 1992-2002

Campaign to Double the NIH Budget
s

. Employ earned and paid media
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Earned Media:
Public Service Advertisements

RESEARCH
AMERICA
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Earned Media 1999-2002
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Earned Media 1999-2002

December 30, 2002

HoustonChronicle

A PLEA TO CONGRESS
Save lives, free hostage research funds

By DR. MICHAEL DeBAKEY

DeBakey is chancellor emeritus at the Baylor
College of Medicine.

The ultimate goal: Many Americans no longer
need be told by their doctors, “There is nothing
more we can do.”

Thanks to the NII budget-doubling, so far we
are on track to do the following:

B Hasten research that takes cells from the
inner lining of blood vessels to form a stent that
the bodv will not reiect. The stent aims tn

S I write this, researchers are engaged in

extr: aondlnary research. They are taking

skin, muscle and blood cells from heart
patients, engineering them in a laboratory and
imcctlng them back into those patients. The
hope is that the engineered cells will transform
into heart cells to make failing hearts pump
more strongly and extend the lives of patients

wha wanld atharmsriea haus ta sndanan riclss

Research!America has surveyed Americans from many walks of
life. The results are stunning. In terms of national priorities,
almost all Americans want more money for medical and health
research. A striking 88 percent of Americans want the US to
remain a world leader in medical research and feel more
favorably towards candidates who support increased funding for

research to find treatments and cures for dlsease ESEARCH

ning a deficit we must cut back on rqedie;l fast-forward speed toward new treatments and fﬁ%ﬁi&éﬂgg&g:ﬂgEﬁm%r;di?ﬁ;gs:rg A M E R C A

research funding. As one who has pioneered their clinical trials, and accelerating the cre-
new research, thanks in part to federal funding, ation of new diagnostic tests to detect illness » young women premature death and their 5
I'suggest looking at what is at stake: The lack of  earlier, when intervention can be most effective. See RESEARCH on Page 5C. AN ALLIANCE FOR DISC()VF.RIES IN HEALTH'



Earned Media, 1999-2002

Che New Hlork Cimes

THE WEEB

NO. 1 IN THE USA

Wednesday, March 25, 2001 Che Washington Times

nt need for TAMPATRIBUNE
scientific research Tmm
USA TODAY's recent article on the Na-

tional Institutes of Health (NIH) warrants

a response (“Medical research has =

healthy budget; Physics, astronomy may

be casales”Life March 20). =

national commitment to the

should set the standard. =~ OKLAHOMAN
It's past time for Congress and the

Bush administration to understand that a

better future requires all kinds of scien-

tific research.
While maintaining a commitment (o

doubling the budget of NIH, “a rising tide

should raise all boats” For progress in RESEARCH

health, we cannot afford to leave the

R R g e i AMERICA
Mary :mpfes > @]

Alexandria, Va.



Paid Media

President Bush,

you for your
commitment to medical
and health research.

Now more than ever, America’s comunitment pxov:cn'g our nation
through research is essential. Only continued strong investments in
rescarch can assurc that science has the opportunity w achicve the advances in
health and well-being thar are within our grasp.

Your proposed Fiscal Year 2003 budget incrcasc for research at the Nationzl
Institutes of Health keeps the nation on track to realize the benefirs of berrer
health and improved quality of lifc for gencrations to come.

Medical and health research and strong parmerships between our narion's
rescarch and health communitics, including universitics, labotatories and Lospi-
tals, have resulted in heightened treatment, prevention and cure of disease and
disability. O behalf of the millions of health professionals, patients, scientises,

: volunteers and the many healthy Americans we represent, thank you
A for your commitment to making medical and health

rescarch a higher national priority.
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Elements of Success: 1992-2002

Campaign to Double the NIH Budget
s

. Employ targeted lobbying when appropriate
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Employ Targeted Lobbying

Campaign for Medical Research: Hon. John Edward Porter, Hon. RESEARCH
Connie Mack, John Whitehead, Hon. Paul G. Rogers, Hon. Bob Michel AMERECA
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Elements of Success: 1992-2002

Campaign to Double the NIH Budget
s

. Track progress
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History of NIH Doubling

1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003

$13.6 Billion
$15.6 Billion
$17.8 Billion
$20.3 Billion

$23.6 Billion
$27.2 Billion

14.7% 1T
14.1% T
14.0% 1
15.8% T
15.3% T

RESEARCH
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Health R&D as a Percentage of
Total Health Costs

N
(in billions)

_/ Health R&D $10 (3.0%)
1982 i EHealth R&D $26 (3.5%)
1991
i iHealth R&D $82 (5.7%)
2001 B} Health R&D $92 (5.9%)
2002 _{_

RESEARCH
Sources: NIH Data Book AMER CA

Research!America, Investment in U.S. Health Research 2001, 2002, 2004-2009




Elements of Success: 1992-2002

Campaign to Double the NIH Budget
s

. Be persistent

RESEARCH
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“Too many voters have
not made the connection
between science and
prosperity. Scientists
need to tell the story. It
has to be told and it has
to be sold. Tell the story
with data, tell it with
anecdotes and tell it
often.”




“Perpetual
optimism is a
force
multiplier.”




Elements of Success: 1992-2002

Campaign to Double the NIH Budget
s

. Say “thank you”

RESEARCH
AMERICA
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Say “Thank You”

You,
Congressman Regula

f of the millions of patients, scientists, dlinicians and b
itment to the National Institutes of Health. Thanks to

alth professionals, thank you for your continucd
your hard work st year, funding for the NIH increased
dical schools, teaching hospitals, lsboratories and the people they
serve, stand with you in your fight for historic funding increases for the NIH in FY 2003
Today, more than ever, this naion looks to the miracles of medicine and the success of science to address the health
challenges that face us all. You have been a tircless leade in support of medical research to cnbance the nation’s health,
nd economic well bei

mental health and well being of the American people. We thank you for your leadership, and look forward to working
with you to achieve the national goal of doubling the NIH budget in five years

Sincerely,

Ad Hoc Group for
K A

: v AlDS
American Association
WALy, of Colleges of Nursing OVIY OF
< o %

American
Peychological
Socicty

Wy

ASSOCIATION OF

MERIC Assexiatn of
MEDICAL COLLEGES Amcrican niversiies

wEAE, iR RESEARCH
EB taNASULGC R&Yé’«l?ﬁ‘ Imenica. AMER CA

m AN ALLIANCE FOR DISCOVERIES IN HEALTH'

S o (ol .




Say “Thank You”

Research!America’s Advocacy Awards dinner has been held
annually since 1996 and has honored politicians, celebrities and
organizations for their advocacy efforts.

RESEARCH
AMERICA
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American Recovery and Reinvestment
Act

_ ]
. Research!America led
advocacy for 2009 ARRA Research
(stimulus) funding for in this lab is

federal research agencies PUTIING AMERICA
TO WORK

which included $10 billion TS
in funding for the National American Recovery

and

Institutes of Health in 2009 Reinvestment Act

RESEARCH
AMERICA
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U.S. Investment in Health R&D

-]
Tracking Spending by Sector

160000
140000
/ —Total
120000 P
100000 ”””’/,,/”7 Industry
80000 — —Federal
60000 / Government
Other
40000 — N
20000 ARRA
O I I I I [ [ [ 1 funding
2001 2002 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 RESEARCH
Source: Research!America, Investment in U.S. Health Research 2001, 2002, AMERCA

2004-2009



- Current Challenges

RESEARCH
AMERICA
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Most Americans Can’t Name a

Living Scientist
1

Can you name any living scientists? (% total volunteered responses)

10% C
; . Stephen Hawking 13%
27% James Watson 2%
: Jane Goodall 2%
Michio Kaku 1%
Richard Dawkins 1%
Other 14%
Hm Yes
¥
m No
®m Don't know
RESEARCH
Source: National Poll, May 2010 AMERNECA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America °



Americans Don’t Know Where

Research is Conducted
I

Do you know of any institutions, companies or organizations where
medical or health research is conducted?

Don't Know 64%
Johns Hopkins University | 1%
St. Jude 1 1%
Pfizer 1 1%
National Institutes of Health | 1%
Cleveland Clinic | 1%
University of Michigan | 1%

Children's Hospital | 1%

Merck 1 1%
Other 28%
RESEARCH
Source: Your Congress-Your Health Survey, May 2007 AMERICA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America ®



U.S. is Not Spending Enough on

Research
]

The U.S. spends 5 and a half cents of each health dollar on research
to prevent, cure and treat disease and disability. Do you think that is
too much, the right amount or not enough?

6%

54% m Not enough

The right amount

40% B Too much

RESEARCH
Source: National Poll, May 2010 AMERNECA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America °



Americans Willing to Pay More for
Research to Improve Health

Would you be willing to pay $1 per week more in taxes if you were
certain that all the money would be spent for additional research to
improve health, or not?

17%

6%

m Willing to pay more/Strongly

38% Willing to pay more/Somewhat

20% Not willing to pay
more/Somewhat

m Not willing to pay more/Strongly

® Don't know

19% RESEARCH
Source: National Poll, May 2010 AMERNECA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America °



U.S. Should be a Global Leader
in Research

How important do you think it is that the U.S. is a global leader in
medical, health and scientific research?

6% .
®m Very important

1%

Somewhat important

24% 69%
H Not important
Don't know
RESEARCH
Source: Research Enterprise Poll, February 2010 AMERCA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America °



Scientific Research is Important

_ for Job Creation & Incomes
-

In terms of job creation and higher incomes, how important do you think it is
to invest in scientific research?

12%

m [mportant

® Not important
88%

RESEARCH

Source: Your Congress—Your Health Survey, June 2009 AMERICA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America °



Most Agree That Basic Research
1S Necessar

Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? “Even if it
brings no immediate benefits, basic scientific research that advances
the frontiers of knowledge is necessary and should be supported by

the federal government.”
3%

43%
9%
m Strongly agree

Somewhat agree
Somewhat disagree

m Strongly disagree
45%

RESEARCH
Source: Your Candidates - Your Health Poll, August 2010 AMERNECA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America °



Research Institutions Should

Work Together
]

Do you think the institutions conducting medical and health research in
this country, such as government, universities, and private industry,
should work together to develop new treatments and cures, or not?

6%

m Should work together
94%

® Should not work together

RESEARCH
Source: Research Enterprise Poll, February 2010 AMERICA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America °



Americans Think Research is Very

mwportant to U.S. Economy

How important do you think research is to the U.S. economy? Is it
very important, somewhat important, not too important, or not at all
important?

2%

29%

>

69% ® Very important
Somewhat important
m Not too important

RESEARCH
Source: National Poll, May 2010 AMERNECA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America °



What Research!America is Doing

. Driving breakthrough advocacy for

- Research as critical part of implementation of health care reform
- Increased Research Appropriations

- Embryonic Stem Cell Research
- More Advantageous Tax and Regulatory Environment for Research

. Making the Economic Case

. Leading stakeholders in messaging and framing
the case for research

. Building Champions

. Heightening Positive Media Attention to

RESEARCH
Research EARCHY. .
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Media Attention

1
. Policymakers respond
to media

The Washington Post . Constituents learn

- from the media
(11 Tube §

. Media attention can

\",1 create public pressure
NN
TheScientist

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

Ehe New PJork Eimes

RESEARCH
AMERICA
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http://edition.cnn.com/

Ehe New Hork Cimes
S S

January 13, 2010

LETTERS

How to Stop America’s Scientific Brain Drain
To the Editor:

The increase in foreign-born scientists who leave the United States to return home is the 21st-century
equivalent of a Sputnik wake-up call and should galvanize American determination to maintain scientific
leadership. Nothing less than our economy is at stake.

Some benefits of research quickly transcend borders, but economic impacts like new jobs and the resulting
higher living standards mainly benefit the country of origin.

While United States spending on science was flat for years, others seized an opportunity. Japan, long the
second-largest research and development spender, now trails China and India. How long until America’s lead

is overtaken, too?

Will we put America back on track to stay the world’s leader in science and innovation, or let other nations
reap the gains in jobs, growth and quality of life that once gave us such a source of pride and economic

strength?

Mary Woolley
President and Chief Executive
Research!America

Alexandria, Va., Jan. 7, 2010 RESEARCH
’ AMERICA

AN ALLIANCE FOR DISCOVERIES IN HEALTH'



THEAHILL

THE WASHINGTON SCENE

HOME PARTY / EVENTS PICTURES CALENDAR ANNOUNCEMENTS IN THE KNOW DINING PEOPLE THE HILL

for Medical Res
and Manufacturer's A,

arch Advocacy from Louis Stokes
ociation CEO Billy Tauzin (right)

Rep David Obey (D-Wisc )
(left), Susan Whiteheac

epts the Edwin C Whitehead Ay
and Pharmacsutical Rese

RESEARCH
AMERICA

AN ALLIANCE FOR DIS(OVERIES IN HEALTH'



Jobs and the Economy
-]

. Economic Impact of Research: Jobs’ impact of research

money by state:
www.researchamerica.org/state funding

. Growing the GDP

. Increase the percentage of GDP for research and
development to 3%

RESEARCH
AMERICA
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http://www.researchamerica.org/state_funding

Percentage of GDP to R&D

Sweden spent 3.82% of its gross
domestic product on research and
development in 2007.

By comparison, the U.S. spent
2.62% of its GDP on research and
development.

RESEARCH
AMERICA
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Messaging:
Research Creates Good Jobs

. In 2008, $31 billion in
government health
research funding created
and sustained 490,000
jobs.

. The average wage in the
U.S. is $40,000.

. The average wage for a
life science worker in the

U.S. is $58,000 RESEARCH

Source: Wage information from The Bureau of Labor Statistics; Job creation info AMERCA
extrapolated from Families USA report: In Your Own Backyard




Garfield Economic Impact Award

Annually recognizes the outstanding work of
one or more early-career economists that
demonstrates how medical and health
research impacts the economy

www.researchamerica.org/economicimpact_award

TI'HE UNIVERSITY OF

55 CHICAGO RESEARCH
éﬁ@ MEDICAL CENTER AMER CA
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http://www.uchospitals.edu/index.html

“I believe the
economic destiny
of America lies in
science,
technology,
innovation and
research.”

Research!America Chair and Former Congressman
John Edward Porter, October 13, 2009




Effective Messages

N
. Hope for the Cure

. Reducing the Cost of Health Care

e.g., treatments that delay the onset and progression of
Alzheimer’s disease by five years could save $50 billion a
year in health care costs; a one-month delay in admitting
Alzheimer’s patients to nursing homes could save $1 billion a

year

RESEARCH
AMERICA
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“Without research,
there is no hope.”

The Hon. Paul G. Rogers (1921-2008),
Emeritus Chair, Research!America



Bringing Research Closer to Home

-]
“All politics is local”

Media/Science Forums
Advocacy Training Programs
Editorial Board Visits
Public-Opinion Polls

Advocacy Tools for Scientists

RESEARCH
AMERICA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA



Scientists are the Strongest

Voice for Science
.,

... but don’t speak out

“Though perhaps they are not well understood,
scientists are highly respected in our society. They are
also highly credible. When they speak with a unified

voice, the people listen.”
— The Hon. John Edward Porter, Research!America Chair

. Scientists are citizens and voters, too

RESEARCH
AMERICA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA



Advocacy Tools for Scientists

“The people we really listen to are voters. Not once have ! heard anyone at a RE S E ARC H
public meeting ask me, ‘What are you doing for medical research?” Not
even from a researcher!” ‘ »

Rep. Mike Simpson (R-1DD) AN ALLIANCE FOR DEYCOVERS n IN MEALENW

The Science of Advocacy

Advocating for research is as vital to advancing sclence as any discovery in the laboratory. Your voice is
the strongest influence on how lawmakers and the general public views the importance of research. These
poges demonstrate why it is cruciol for you to become more engaged with policy makers and provide
effective ways for you to engage the public and your representatives.

Funding Research Should Be a Higher Priority for Congress

$ The NIH budget is determined every Amount Spent by the U.S in 2009 (In Billions)

year and no amount of funding is ever

guaranteed 600 PAlary SSSI'Zi‘
fnterest on the National Debt 2600
S Because funding Is an annual 500 gLown and Garden Cere 3—5701
process, the need for research Wational Institutes of Health (NIH) 302
advocacy is constant 400 Vdeo Games 253
Mﬂonal Sdulu Fovndation {NSﬂ 6.7
S The Members of Congress that 300 Centers for Disease Control (CDC) 65
represent you should serve as your
voice 200
S There is no better representative of
the research community than an actual 100 RESEARC H
researcher — you will be listened to AM E R C A
and your opinion will matter 0 SOURCES: DOD FY2009, National Gardening Associution, NIH FY 2005,

AN ALLIANCE FOR DISCOVERIES IN HEALTH'

Newloo Games Market Repart, NSF £Y 2005, COC FY 2008



“The people we
really listen to are
the voters. Not once
have | heard anyone
at a public meeting
ask me, ‘what are
you doing for
medical research?’
Not even from a
researcher!”

Rep. Mike Simpson (R-ID),
Appropriations Committee Member



Most Not Well Informed on Elected

_Officials’ Positions on Research

How well informed would you say you are about the positions of your
Senators and Representative when it comes to their support of
medical, health and scientific research?

11% 8%

399, MW Very well informed
Somewhat well informed
Not too well informed
429 ® Not informed at all
¥
RESEARCH
Source: Your Candidates - Your Health Poll, August 2010 AMER CA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America



Your Candidates-Your Health
for 2010 U.S. Midterm Elections

. Qutreach to candidates
Candidates for federal office have been

invited to participate by providing
g‘\/{!. ¢ » o about
Your Candidates, "ESPONSES t0 @ questionnaire abou
YourHealth.  health, research and related issues

. Extensive public outreach through the
Research!America advocacy network
and sponsoring partners to encourage
candidates for federal office to share
their views

www.yourcandidatesyourhealth.org




Research Ranks Well with

_Other TOE Election Priorities

Would you more likely vote for a candidate who supports increasing,
decreasing or maintaining current federal spending on the following: (%

response)

Job creation | VAN 20 9
Education 35 I
Renewable energy 35

. B Increase support
Budget deficit reduction | EFEEEEN 30 D

i Stay the same
Research to improve health _ 41 10/ m Decrease support
Tax cuts 36 D
Homeland security 53 131
War on terrorism 48 - 30 | RESEARCH

Source: Your Candidates - Your Health Poll, August 2010 AMERNECA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Charlton Research Company for Research!America °



“NIH is spending
$95 per American
this year on
medical research,
and we need to
make every dollar
count.”

Elias Zerhouni, MD, former director, National Institutes
of Health, during congressional testimony in 2006




Research Takes Cents

Fast-food industry revenues
reached $120 billion in 2006.

. That would fund the National
Institutes of Health for more
than two and a half years!

RESEARCH
Sources: Fast Food & Quick Service Restaurants. First Research AMERICA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Inc. August 2007; President’s FYO8 Federal Budget Request o



Research Takes Cents

]
- mE || . Stieg Larsson’s Millennium trilogy
Aty has sold 3 million copies in Sweden
DRHGON
o o0 A alone.
S IECE
_LARSSON

. At 578 kronor each, this would
, fund nearly one-fourth of the
Q Swedish Research Council’s annual
RESEARCH
AMERECA

m grants for research!

Sources: The Guardian; Amazon.com; Swedish Research Council; XE.com ®




- Research!America: Ways to Connect

@ www.researchamerica.org/blog
www.researchamerica.org/facebook

& www.twitter.com/researchamerica

= www.youtube.com/researchamerica

@ http://newvoicesforresearch.blogspot.com

RESEARCH
AMERICA
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