PUBLIC POLICY Briefing
Industry-Supported Bill Would
Repeal NIH Policy

ASCB, Others Share
Concerns about Bill
The ASCB joined 89 other
scientific societies, patient
organizations, universities,
and foundations to express its
concern about the Research
Works Act, a bill that would
repeal a U.S. National
Institutes of Health policy
that makes research papers
from federally funded research
freely available to the public.
The bill would also prohibit
other federal agencies from
implementing similar access
policies.
The 90 organizations
signed a letter that was sent
to the members of the U.S.
House of Representatives’
Oversight and Government
Reform Committee. The
letter was part of a firestorm
of opposition that developed
when the bill was introduced
in Congress. The sponsors of
the bill, U.S. Representatives
Darrell Issa (R-CA) and
Carolyn Maloney (D-NY),
later announced that they
would not be pursuing the
legislation any further. n
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Some strange alliances can form in the
world of politics. Such was the case when U.S.
Representatives Darrell Issa (R-CA) and Carolyn
Maloney (D-NY) joined in sponsoring a bill
that would repeal a U.S. National Institutes of
Health (NIH) policy that makes research papers
based on NIH-funded research freely available
12 months after publication. The bill would also
prohibit other federal agencies from instituting
similar policies.
The purpose of the Issa-Maloney bill,
officially known as the Research Works Act
(RWA), is “to ensure the continued publication
and integrity of peer-reviewed research works
by the private sector.” In a press statement
supporting RWA, the Association of American
Publishers hailed the bill for prohibiting the
“unauthorized free public dissemination of
journal articles that report on research which,
to some degree, has been federally-funded but
is produced and published by private sector
publishers receiving no such funding.”
The ASCB has a long history of support
for public access to scientific research papers.
In a January 2012 statement sent to the White
House Office of Science and Technology Policy
(OSTP), ASCB President Ron Vale and Public
Policy Committee chair Doug Koshland said,
“The ASCB believes that taxpayers are best
served when all scientists, educators, physicians,
and members of the public—including patients
and their families—have access to publicly

funded research results. So long as significant
access barriers remain, taxpayers are not fully
benefiting from the work that they fund.”
The introduction of the RWA sparked
international attention in the scientific
community, resulting in a boycott of one
publisher by almost 6,000 scientists, who
refused to submit papers to or review for its
journals. Media attention and the boycott
played a large role in the withdrawal of support
for the bill, first by the publisher and soon after
by Reps. Issa and Maloney. In announcing that
they would not be taking any legislative action
on their bill, Issa and Maloney credited the bill
for spurring “a robust, expansive debate on the
topics of scientific and scholarly publishing,
intellectual property protection, and public
access to federally funded research.”
To read the ASCB’s statement on public
access, simply scan the QR Code below, or go
to www.ascb.org/files/ASCB-Comments-onWhite-House-Public-Access-Proposal.pdf. n
—Kevin M. Wilson

Obama NIH Budget Request
Continues Fiscal Erosion
President Obama’s FY13 budget request calls
for a $30.7 billion budget for the U.S. National
Institutes of Health (NIH). If Congress were to
approve the president’s budget for the NIH, it
would mark the ninth year in a row in which the
NIH budget did not keep pace with biomedical
inflation. This funding level would also mean
that the buying power of the NIH budget would
be 20% lower than it was a decade ago, when
adjusted for inflation.
The NIH budget proposal funds 672 more

research project grants (RPGs) than in FY12.
In an effort to focus on funding for first-time
investigators, funds for noncompeting RPGs
are reduced 1% in the Obama budget. NIH
Director Francis Collins also announced that
grant applications by NIH-funded investigators
who already receive more than $1.5 million in
NIH support will receive additional review by
the advisory committees of the various institutes
or centers. n
—Kevin M. Wilson
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