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Background:
Legislative History: It Began as an Appropriations Earmark 

In 1997, Rep. John Porter (R-IL) and Sen. Arlen Specter (R-PA) slipped a provision into the FY98 Labor/HHS Appropriations conference report (P.L. 105-78) to allocate an unspecified tract of land “on or near the Mall” of Washington, DC for a Federal Health Museum and $500,000 for a commission to study the Health Museum’s plan. This provision made it into many newsletters and newspapers as congressional “pork,” and the Wall Street Journal ran an editorial (10/30/97) blasting the Republican Congress for yet another spending program. 

In 2000, Rep. Bob Franks (R-NJ) introduced legislation (H.R. 3171) to allow the National Health Museum first pick of any parcel of federally owned land in D.C.  The Museum would have paid “fair market value” for the land, but H.R. 3171 would have given this particular museum priority over a free and fair market bidding process for the land in question.  This bill also required the National Health Museum to establish a satellite museum in Ellis Island, New Jersey, in the district of Rep. Menendez.  The bill was reported to the full House but not considered in the 106th Congress.

Hillary Clinton Applauded the Health Museum Concept in 1998:

In 1998, Hillary Rodham Clinton attended an event to celebrate this museum and highlight the “Museum’s future impact on children’s health,” as well as its focus on “promoting healthy lifestyles for all.”
 

Planned Parenthood, Sex-ed, School Health Clinics, and the Health Museum

One of the original members of the Board of Trustees for the National Health Museum was Pamela Maraldo, the former President of Planned Parenthood Federation of America.  She is no longer listed as a board member.  

In December 1999, the Museum announced a $400,000 grant from the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation (RWJF),
 a Foundation that is one of the main backers for controversial school-based health clinics.
 The group is listed as one of the Museum’s “founding patrons.”
  In addition, RWJF is a long-time supporter of Planned Parenthood and, over the last ten years, has made grants totaling at least $814,000 to various Planned Parenthood affiliates across the nation.
  For more information about Planned Parenthood, please click here: http://www.house.gov/pence/rsc/doc/Title_X_background2006.doc. 
Current Members of the Health Museum Board of Trustees
William A. Haseltine, Ph.D. was elected Chairman of the Board of Trustees in 2000.  Haseltine is the Founder, Chairman of the Board, and CEO of Human Genome Sciences, which is a company dedicated to human gene research.  According to a 2002 Life Extension Magazine Interview, “Dr. Haseltine coined the term ‘regenerative medicine,’ and then a newer term, ‘rejuvenative medicine,’ to describe the expected medical revolution that, in his view, could lead to human immortality.”
  In addition, in a 2001 New York Times article, Haseltine also suggests that immortality “may be possible.”

Deeda Blair and James Fordyce are both sitting members of the NHM Board of Trustees. In addition, they are both officers of the Albert and Mary Lasker Foundation.  In particular, Fordyce is the Chairman of the Board and the nephew of Mary Lasker.  
· The Lasker Foundation is best known for the Albert Lasker Award for Clinical Medical Research, and in 1989, the Lasker prize was awarded to Etienne-Emile Baulieu for inventing RU-486. 
· The Foundation also awards a Mary Woodard Lasker Award for Public Service.  In 1991, this prize was awarded to Robin Chandler Duke “for her dedicated efforts to enhance the lives of the worldwide community through family planning and population control.”  
· In 2003, Christopher Reeve, who was a very outspoken proponent of embryonic stem cell research, was awarded the prize for “heroic advocacy for medical research.”  
· Finally, the 2005 winner was Nancy G. Brinker, who has served on the advisory board of Planned Parenthood in Dallas. She also received the Gertrude Shelburne Humanitarian Award from Planned Parenthood of North Texas in 1996.
 

LaSalle D. Leffall, Jr., M.D., member of the Board of Trustees, also serves as the Chairman of the Board of the Susan G. Komen Breast Cancer Foundation.  In one year alone, SGK affiliates from across the country donated $475,000 to Planned Parenthood.
 
Charlene Drew Jarvis is the Secretary of the NHM’s Board of Trustees.  Ms. Jarvis served on the D.C. City Council for 21 years, beginning in 1978.  During her time on the D.C. Council, Jarvis was an outspoken proponent of legal recognition of gay marriages, D.C. needle exchange programs, the Metropolitan Police Department’s Gay and Lesbian Liaison Unit, condom distribution programs, and was opposed to prayer in the public school system.
  
To view a complete list of all NHM Board of Trustees Members, please click here: http://www.nationalhealthmuseum.org/themuseum/board.html. 
Current Legislation & Status:
Need for Museum?:
According to the Senate Committee report, “The National Health Museum seeks to increase public awareness of preventable disease and, through doing so, to encourage individuals to adopt healthier lifestyles, thus lessening the impact of preventable illness and death on our society.”  Washington already has a National Museum of Health and Medicine.  It existed on the National Mall for many years but (after moving a total of nine times) is now housed at Walter Reed Army Medical Center and depends heavily on taxpayer funding.  Despite its extensive collections, long history, and membership in the National Health Sciences Consortium, this museum has failed to attract significant public interest.  Although it is unclear if a market for another health museum truly exists, if it does, then many conservatives contend that the NHM Foundation should be able to raise the private dollars needed to purchase property through the open-market bidding process, develop, build, and maintain the museum and all programs associated with it. 
Identical House and Senate bills:
Bill sponsors are seeking congressional approval to purchase land on or near the Mall, to then build and operate, reportedly with private funds, a museum on health. The House bill, H.R. 3630, is sponsored by Rep. Phil Gingrey, M.D. (R-GA) and other Republican doctors.  The Senate bill, S. 2015, sponsored by Sen. Johnny Isakson (R-GA), with Sen. Saxby Chambliss as the only cosponsor, passed out of the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works without amendment.  The bills require the government to sell a particular property in D.C. at the “fair market value based on its highest and best use as determined by an independent appraisal commissioned by the Administrator and paid for by the Museum.”
Museum’s Desired Location: 

The legislation seeks to sell the General Services Administration’s Cotton Annex building at 12th and C Streets SW, Washington, DC, along with the vacant parcel surrounding much of the building, which is currently used as a parking lot for both USDA employees and the public.  This building contains 89,032 gross square feet and was constructed in 1937, for the Department of Agriculture.  It currently houses approximately 280 USDA employees; under the provisions of S. 2015, these employees would either be relocated to leased space or, if space were available, moved into the Agriculture South Building across the street. 

Costs:  

Bill supporters will argue the sale will bring in an estimated $100 million to GSA, which is the estimated price, according to the Congressional Budget Office. Thus, they will likely say conservatives should be for getting rid of federal property and “saving” money.  Bill opponents will argue that offering up a valuable piece of land in Washington, D.C. for sale would not bring just the “fair market value” as the bill requires, but likely a bidding war that would far exceed this non-competitive sale price.  They would argue that while getting rid of surplus land is a good thing, giving priority to one organization over others or over a competitive bidding process is not a conservative approach.

In addition, it is clear from their literature that the Health Museum intends to seek additional federal funding not only for the Museum, but also for several new projects being developed by the NHM Foundation.  A February 2001 Grant Report on the development of the Intellectual Foundation of the National Health Museum states that the third component of the museum will be a “state-of-the-art Health Conference Center,” and that a fourth component will be “creative K-12 Classroom Facilities and Resources for students in the Washington, D.C. metropolitan area.”  In addition, the report reveals the Foundation’s intent of “establishing innovative partnerships and collaborations with other private and public enterprises, organizations and institutions,” and “brokering new public/private partnerships that contribute to improving the quality and years of life for all Washington, DC children.”
  
Controversy:
How will a National Health Museum deal with controversial health topics such as: abortion, RU-486, the morning-after pill, HIV/AIDS issues, sex education, abstinence, sexually transmitted diseases, IVF, and embryo research, etc.?  Should Congress approve the sale of land for a museum that may advocate or “pick winners and losers” by choosing which controversial topics will be displayed and how the exhibits will be constructed?  It’s hard to forget the numerous ties between the Health Museum, its proponents, beneficiaries, and board members and Planned Parenthood, RU-486, controversial school sex-education programs, and embryonic stem cell research.
The House sponsors have indicated a willingness to insert language in the text of the bill, indicating that the Museum should be sensitive to health care controversies.  House conservatives have indicated that no such language could ever be truly enforced.  In addition, once the property is sold, and if the Museum does remain privately funded no amount of federal oversight can keep the Museum from becoming a hotbed of controversy.  
Museum Features Stem Cell Research: 

Despite questions about how the Museum would deal with controversial topics, and repeated assurances from bill sponsors and supporters that the Museum would avoid such topics, Congressional investigators noticed in October 2005, that the Health Museum’s website listed under Science & Discoveries: Leading Edge Advances in Health Science:  “A special in-depth report of a controversial subject (e.g. stem cell research).” When this was brought to the attention of the bill sponsors, the page disappeared from the web.  For a printed copy of this page on the website, please contact RSC staff. 
Privately Funded?: 

The Health Museum, without a physical location, has managed to secure federal funding, as well as private donations and support from major pharmaceutical companies, insurance companies, and health care organizations (including the American Medical Association), and has employed K-Street lobbyists for at least the past five years to get the government to sell the land to the non-profit entity, the National Health Museum.  Lobbying for the federal land legislation has cost the NHM at least $580,000.
  Although some NHM documents have suggested that the intent is for the Museum to be run entirely on private funding, the NHM’s 2003 “Proposal for Support”, in which it requested (and received) $1 million from HHS, stated that private funding will be the “primary” source of funding for the Museum.
  “Primary” suggests there will be a secondary source of funding, and the only funding available other than private, is public. In addition, as noted in the cost section, the NHM Foundation intends to extend the museum and create additional programs and public/private partnerships. 
To view the National Health Museum website, please click here: http://www.nationalhealthmuseum.org/index.html. 
RSC Staff Contact:  Joelle Cannon, joelle.cannon@mail.house.gov
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� PRNewswire 3/18/98


� �HYPERLINK http://www.nationalhealthmuseum.org/media/press_releases/1999_12_07.html ��http://www.nationalhealthmuseum.org/media/press_releases/1999_12_07.html�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.rwjf.org/files/publications/books/2000/chapter_01.html" ��http://www.rwjf.org/files/publications/books/2000/chapter_01.html� 


� �HYPERLINK http://www.nationalhealthmuseum.org/themuseum/contributors.html ��http://www.nationalhealthmuseum.org/themuseum/contributors.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.rwjf.org/portfolios/resources/grantsreport.jsp?filename=034972s.htm&iaid=133&gsa=1" ��http://www.rwjf.org/portfolios/resources/grantsreport.jsp?filename=034972s.htm&iaid=133&gsa=1� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.lef.org/magazine/mag2002/jul2002_report_haseltine_01.html" ��http://www.lef.org/magazine/mag2002/jul2002_report_haseltine_01.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.foresight.org/Updates/Update48/Update48.4.html" ��http://www.foresight.org/Updates/Update48/Update48.4.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.laskerfoundation.org/awards/awards.html" ��http://www.laskerfoundation.org/awards/awards.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.cnsnews.com/ViewSpecialReports.asp?Page=%5CSpecialReports%5Carchive%5C200502%5CSPE20050222a.html" ��http://www.cnsnews.com/ViewSpecialReports.asp?Page=%5CSpecialReports%5Carchive%5C200502%5CSPE20050222a.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.glaa.org/archive/2000/cqjarvis.shtml" ��http://www.glaa.org/archive/2000/cqjarvis.shtml� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.nationalhealthmuseum.org/initiatives/RWJ_report.pdf" ��http://www.nationalhealthmuseum.org/initiatives/RWJ_report.pdf� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.opensecrets.org/lobbyists/clientsum.asp?txtname=National+Health+Museum&year=2005" ��http://www.opensecrets.org/lobbyists/clientsum.asp?txtname=National+Health+Museum&year=2005� 


� July 29, 2003, the National Health Museum faxed its “Proposal for Support” to HHS. Received upon request.
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