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APEC HEALTH WORKING GROUP FIRST MEETING

1-2 June 2010, Sapporo, Japan
Summary Report

Background
Representatives of seventeen economies met in Sapporo, Japan on 1-2 June 2010 for the first APEC Health Working Group meeting of 2010. 
A new chair for the group, Dr. Masato Mugitani, Assistant Minister for Global Health, Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare in Japan, was appointed.
Opening session
Handover of Chair
Catherine Patterson, as former chair of Australia, provided a report on the appointment of the next chair.
There being no comment on or objection to the appointment of Dr. Mugitani as the new chair. Outgoing chairperson, Catherine Patterson of Australia, representing Jane Halton, congratulated Dr. Mugitani.
Welcome and Introductory Remarks
Dr. Mugitani gave a welcome speech and delivered introductory remarks. He noted that 2010 is a milestone for the group in that it marks the fourth year of operation since the HWG began its work in 2007, and that we will be conducting a review of the HWG’s activities to date. He also stated his belief that this provided an excellent opportunity not only to review the areas and matters discussed in the HWG, but also to discuss issues that will present new challenges in the future.
Dr. Mugitani went on to say that, in 2010, APEC as a whole will launch a new vision and formulate a new growth strategy, and that the HWG is also expected to act in accordance with this growth strategy. 

Adoption of Agenda
China noted the withdrawal of Agenda Item 6 (2) planned by China. There was no objection, so the agenda was adopted as amended. 

Business Arrangements (Secretariat Report)
Dr. Vincent Liu (APEC Secretariat) reported on key developments of APEC 2020, including APEC 2010 priorities and key outcomes of SOM1 and Committee meetings. 
The Secretariat representative also reminded participants to enter their recommendations for project rankings by the end of this HWG meeting.

Ms. Leanne Coombe (APEC-contracted independent assessor on the HWG) explained independent assessment including the survey questionnaire, for which the deadline is 18 June. The final report will be presented at the next SOM in September. 
Project Management update
Ms. Evelyn Loh (Project Management Unit Team Leader) explained that a new assessment procedure will be adopted from the second project assessment session based upon a decision made by the Budget and Management Committee (BMC).
Following Ms. Coombe’s explanation, Dr. Vincent Liu reminded participants to read the “Ecotech Priorities” document for guidance, as this document should be key to both project proposal drafting and ranking procedures. 
APEC communication policy
Ms. Linda Carrol (Director, Communication Department) explained www.apec.org, satellite sites and other materials organized by the Communication Department. 
APEC 2010 Priorities
Mr. Shigeru Nakamura (APEC 2010 SOM Chair, Ambassador for International Economic Affairs, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan) gave a presentation on APEC 2010 priorities. APEC will focus its efforts on the following areas in 2010:  1) Promoting regional economic integration, including by assessing the 2010 economies’ achievement of the Bogor Goals and discussions on possible pathways to a FTAAP (Free Trade Area of the Asia-Pacific); 2) Formulating a growth strategy for the Asia-Pacific Region that incorporates balanced, inclusive, sustainable, and knowledge-based growth;  3) Enhancing human security through efforts such as counter-terrorism measures, promoting food security, emergency preparedness, and countering the spread of infectious disease; and 4) Strengthening APEC’s capacity to advance these agenda items, including through economic and technical cooperation. In particular, he spoke about his expectations concerning activities that will contribute to growth strategies and the human security.
 There were no questions or comments. 
HWG Chair 
HWG chair Dr. Mugitani proposed that future priority areas be discussed initially via e-mail, with face-to-face discussions to take place in September. 
Chinese Taipei, United States., China, Korea, Vietnam, Indonesia, Canada, New Zealand and Japan supported the chair’s suggestion. 
China noted that there have been a number of changes over the past four years and, therefore, discussion of future priority areas is necessary. In his note, China proposed Health System Strengthening (HSS) as one example of future priorities.
Canada and New Zealand supported the chair’s suggestion because it offers a timely opportunity to review lessons learned from the pandemic flu outbreak, and leverage results of independent assessment. 
Japan supported the Chair’s suggestion based on three reasons: 1) Focusing more on the relationship between the health sector and the economy, especially inclusive growth in order to provide sustainable social security, 2) Emphasis not only on a sectional approach but also on a broader approach or longer-term perspective such as HSS, which was also recommended by China, 3) It will benefit independent assessment. Japan also noted that the draft report on assessment, especially the questionnaire results, will assist in progressing discussions regarding future priorities.
Based on these comments, the Chair said that drafts on new priority areas will be prepared on the Chair side first and then sent to each economy by e-mail to enable discussions to be held at the second meeting in September. The Chair also said that the submission of questions and comments, etc. is wanted in the form of an e-mail reply once an official request has been made by the Chair or the secretariat at a later date.  
Reports on the HWG Work Program 2009
(1) APEC Emerging Infectious Disease Network (EINet): Expert Roundtable Series on Hot Topics in Emerging Infectious Diseases (United States)
USA noted that EINET had conducted considerable work related to the H1N1 pandemic and has strengthened its network with APEC economies. One videoconference was presented as a good example of providing opportunities for economies to share experiences regarding the pandemic influenza H1N1. USA explained that it also had a positive impact on Public Private Partnership. 
Vietnam, Indonesia and New Zealand expressed their concerns about the overlapping of this project with existing networks such as WHO and/or ASEAN, and suggested economies to streamline the overlapping when we discuss future priority areas and projects. 
(2) Building Adaptive Capabilities with Regard to Extreme Climate Events through Networking Among APEC Economies and Relevant Organizations/Projects (Republic of Korea)
Secretariat suggested that this agenda item comes under the purview of another WG. Korea agreed to skip this agenda item.
(3) Development of an Information Platform for Avian Influenza (AI) Community Management and Engagement (China)

China outlined progress on the project from the aspects of information platform contents, the results of a pilot study conducted in three districts, training workshops, a newly created website, and the APEC Forum in February 2010.
Indonesia pointed out the overlapping of this project with the USA’s project, which had already been presented as agenda 4(1), and suggested working together to streamline the two projects in order to realize synergistic effects. 
(4) APEC e-Health Seminar (4th e-Health Technical Forum) for Promotion of e-Health Community for 2009-2012. (Republic of Korea)
Korea summarized e-Health Seminar activities over the past six years, then reported the results and identified future challenges from the 4th APEC e-Health Technical Forum. Involvement of the private sector is essential in order to resolve the financial problem. The next step will be to explore ways of collaborating with different sectors in order to improve usage of new technologies, which will be presented in Agenda 6(8) as a newly proposed project. 
The Philippines agreed on the importance of active participation by non-government groups, especially the private sector, in e-health, and described the difficulty of getting government involvement in this area in the Philippines. The economies agreed that the lessons learned from Korea’s six years of experience will be helpful for other economies embarking on future activities in this field. 
Discussion on review of H1N1 Influenza Policy
WPRO (WHO) presentation

There was a report from Dr. Li Ailan of the WPRO in Manila, who provided an overview of the H1N1 influenza outbreak of 2009 in the form of a teleconference. The details were as follows.
- From April 2009, we experienced the first influenza pandemic since 1986. This provided a real-time test of both domestic and international systems in jointly dealing with a health crisis on a global scale.
- While sharing some similar characteristics with past pandemics, such as the outbreak and worldwide spread of animal-derived influenza viruses among humans and viruses to which many people are not immune, the pandemic also had epidemiological and clinical characteristics substantially different from seasonal influenza including high activity during summer and high hospitalization and fatality rates among young people.
- Lessons learned include the importance of dynamic risk assessment for determining measures required for flexibly preparing for and dealing with pandemics, how challenging the determination of moving from a “containment” strategy to one of “mitigating damage” can be, the need for further improvements in risk communication capabilities for conveying uncertainty, and the need for clear guidance concerning pandemic monitoring.
Following the presentation by Dr. Li Ailan, there was an active question-and-answer session. Questions were raised by China, Singapore, Vietnam, Chinese Taipei, New Zealand, and USA. 
Australia, Japan and Chinese Taipei were invited to present their reports. Following the presentations, Russia asked Japan whether use of face masks is obligatory or voluntary. New Zealand also shared the results of its review. 
Development of HWG Work Program 2010 (Introduction of New Projects)
(1) Capacity Building in Health Emergency Preparedness and Response (China)

China explained the objective of this project, which is to create a platform for APEC discussions on how to build the capacity of existing health workers for prevention and control of emerging and re-emerging communicable diseases. China also explained the possibility of positive impacts on APEC economies as a result of approving this project, and the timeline for the project. 
Thailand will co-sponsor this project but requested inclusion of disaster relief contents. 

(2) Strategic and Management Review on Human Resources for Health Status in Asia-Pacific Region (China) = [withdrawn]
(3) APEC capacity building workshop on vaccination against avian influenza (Vietnam)

Vietnam noted that the main objective of this project is to share Vietnam’s experience and lessons learned on planning and implementation of AI vaccination of animals. A two-day workshop will be held in December 2010 for this purpose. Two member economies, Chinese Taipei and Canada will co-sponsor. In this project, AI is defined as H5N1. H1N1 is excluded. 
China noted that its Ministry of Health will encourage the Ministry of Agriculture to collaborate in this project and share its experience at the symposium. 
Indonesia welcomed the project but pointed out the possibility of scientific differences between Indonesia and Vietnam with regard to the H5N1 virus. This will make it difficult for Indonesia to apply the same vaccine as is used in Vietnam. Indonesia also reminded Vietnam about regulations on 
Thailand expressed concerns regarding inflexibility for the government to respond to the recommendation on H5N1 vaccination of animals if it is adopted by APEC following implementation of this project.
 (4) Health Promotion Training for APEC Members (Singapore)

This project proposes a five-day technical training course on community health promotion regarding HIV/AIDS prevention. 
Canada indicated its support for this project and suggested adding the issue of co-infection to the course contents. 
China indicated full support and willingness to co-sponsor.

Indonesia introduced its experience of a health promotion program called PHPS and expressed its support for this project through sharing of that experience.

(5) Pilot Health Promotion Info Hub Project (Singapore)
Singapore noted that the purpose of this project is to establish a new infohub focusing on health promotion concerning HIV/AIDS, and explained the contents of the proposed infohub. 

New Zealand, Canada, USA and Japan pointed out the high possibility of overlapping of this project with existing websites or mechanisms such as UNAIDS, NGOs and others, and suggested that to be relevant this project would need to build on the work of these other mechanisms and avoid duplication. 
New Zealand questioned the long-term sustainability/maintenance cost of this “pilot” project.
Japan noted that the challenge facing this project was being able to organize a huge database in a user-friendly manner. 

China sought clarification of the cost of this project, which appears to be rather expensive, as well as the APEC Secretariat’s project policy with regard to purchasing software and hardware. 
Thailand suggested including mother-to-child transmission in the infoweb.

(6) APEC Conference on Harm Reduction Approach to HIV/AIDS Control (Chinese Taipei)

This project proposes organization of a two-day conference in September 2011 regarding a harm reduction approach to HIV/AIDS control. This would provide an opportunity for members to learn from the experience of Chinese Taipei, which has conducted a harm reduction program since 2006. The contents of the conference will be lectures, site visits and discussions. Thailand and Vietnam will be co-sponsors. 
Canada recommended closer consideration of economic aspects such as policies regarding migrant workers and/or the impacts of economic crises.
New Zealand expressed concerns about barriers to implementation of harm reduction policies in certain APEC economies. 

(7) APEC Projects for Combating the Spread of HIV/AIDS in the APEC Region (Russia)    
This is a self-funding project. After introducing the program for HIV/AIDS control implemented by the Russian Ministry of Health, which has a special focus on vaccine development, Russia noted that the purpose of this project is to organize a Joint AIDS Center as a shared facility for common usage by APEC economies. Russia indicated that more detailed information would be provided in future HWG meetings.  
USA asked if there has been any other self funding project approved by APEC-HWG for development of diagnostic or therapeutic materials. 
Vietnam asked about an applicable concrete mechanism to enable APEC economies to participate in the AIDS Center in Moscow. 
 (8) APEC e-Health Community Forum (Republic of Korea)

Korea introduced the history of APEC e-health, which started in 1999, including the APEC e-Health seminars held from 2005 through 2009, lessons learned and various challenges. Based on feedback in the experts’ meeting at the 2009 APEC e-Health seminar, Korea noted that launching a community forum from 2010 through 2012 under a new paradigm, which is different from that for previous seminars, is necessary in order to tackle the challenges. Wider participation from various sectors, including industry, is expected. It will also bring about stronger collaboration with other APEC forums. Chinese Taipei and the Philippines will become co-sponsors of this project. 
Japan asked about the practical and feasible applicability of stimulating APEC economies through e-health. 

Thailand and Vietnam indicated support for this program.
(9) Enhancing Hospital Safety and Responding to Public Health Emergencies through Application of RFID (Radio Frequency Identification) (Chinese Taipei)

There are three objectives in this project: 1) Creating a platform for sharing of experiences with RFID, 2) Enhancing collaboration with private sectors, and 3) Utilization of RFID in hospitals. Chinese Taipei noted the effectiveness of applying RFID based on their experience. A win-win solution to the issue of patient privacy versus hospital safety was also introduced. The main activity proposed for this project is a two-day conference on RFID. Singapore will be a co-sponsor.
Korea pointed out that consideration of the different infrastructural contexts across the member economies is crucial in applying RFID. In this regard, Korea indicated its willingness to support Chinese Taipei.      

Thailand fully supports this project. Indonesia also supports it from the perspective of efficiency of the health care system.

The Philippines asked about patent issues with regard to RFID. China asked about the cost of implementing RFID in a hospital, and how the current hospital ID system can be integrated with the RFID system. 
(10) APEC Symposium 2011-2012 “Medical Issues Regarding Radiation Accidents and Disasters” (Russia)

This is a self-funding program. In this project, at the APEC symposium in September 2012, the Russian Federation will present the medical and scientific experience gained through 900 radiation accident cases in and around Chernobyl. 

Japan supports this project based on the long-term collaboration between Japan and Russia on provision of medical care for people affected by the Chernobyl accident. Japan asked Russia about plans to collaborate with UN organizations on this project. 
Secretariat suggested that Russia report on the outcomes of this project to not only health forum but also other APEC forums. 

(11) Workshop for Exploring Health Priorities in the Asia-Pacific Region (Chinese Taipei)
Chinese Taipei noted that the key health challenges in the Asia-Pacific Region are environmental health, communicable diseases, non-communicable diseases and health system development. In Chinese Taipei’s view, these could be candidates for future priority areas for APEC HWGs. The project proposes organization of a two-day workshop in which all economies can discuss these issues. 

New Zealand, USA and Secretariat suggested that Chinese Taipei refer to the results of the next few months’ discussion about future priories as suggested yesterday by the chair. 
Thailand will co-sponsor this project. Although Thailand suggested organizing this symposium prior to the next HWG in September, Secretariat responded that this timing would not be realistic.
Ms. Leanne Coombe, an APEC-contracted independent assessor on the HWG, suggested that Chinese Taipei proceed with this project but avoid focusing on discussion of future priorities, which would only duplicate yesterday’s suggestion by the chair. Instead, the objective of the workshop could be to discuss the outcomes and/or long term impacts of projects.  
China will co-sponsor Vietnam’s proposal. 

Although the project shown here was proposed by Chinese Taipei, there were numerous indications that HWG priorities should be considered by the entire HWG based on the Chair’s proposals, and this resulted in the project being withdrawn.
Collaboration with other APEC Groups
    Presentation by LSIF representative
Dr. Peter Sheehan, the academic co-chair for LSIF, gave a presentation.  He presented some ongoing LSIF activities and study on returns to investment in health innovation with referring to APEC new Growth Strategy. He also mentioned theme and program for LSIF eighth and extending cooperation between HWG and LSIF.
Other business
Preparation of 2nd HWG Policy Dialogue on Vector-borne Diseases (Vietnam).
Viet Nam, which is the economy leading policy dialogue, explained that the second HWG dialogue will be held back-to-back with the next HWG meeting held in Sendai and be on the theme of vector-borne diseases, and requested that economies cooperate by recommending appropriate speakers and presenting case studies.
Closing
The Chair explained that the next HWG meeting will be held in the margin of SOM3 to be held in Sendai.
