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The European Union and its 25 Member States preliminary comments on the drafting version of the Elements of a global strategy 

The European Union would like to bring up the following issues in relation to the first revision of the A/PHI/IGWG/Conf. Paper No1. These are the final general comments on the version one, but we would like to have the chance on returning to the document later on. We would also like to have a further look on recommendations of CIPIH in relation to Plan of Action at hand. 

As general comments we would like to put emphasis on actions that can be done by the WHO and the Member States and other international agencies to cooperate actively and constructively and that existing work should be the basis for the reflection on each of the areas of action.

Thus we would also wish to consider in the wording of the para 3 bullet point 9 that the wording would emphasise existing mechanisms rather than new ones. 

In para 3 bullet 10 on page 3 and para 8 bullet 4 we would like to emphasise the need to take into account the existing mechanisms and work, where possible, with respect to the coordination and financing of medical research before and on the basis of this to explore need for new mechanisms. We have in our earlier statements emphasised the need for gaining more information on current state of global research and development from the secretariat which would be used as basis of further discussions during the next meeting of the working group.

In the field of compound libraries on para 5 page 2 and on patent databases on first paragraph page 5 we would like to draw attention to taking up also, where appropriate, the existing work made under other international organisations.   

The clarification we would like to make is to emphasise that WHO should also engage with other agencies, such as WIPO and WTO to constructively in order to improve understanding on particular health and health policy aspects with respect to their area of work. 

We would like to put more attention to the ways in which the secretariat has drawn from the original CIPIH report recommendations especially with respect to action points on delivery and access. We have some general comments as well as some concrete suggestions. It is important that in this paragraph the starting point should be based on health and health systems needs and how access could be improved in this context. We would like to have the existing action points to be adjusted to these priorities and the rational use of pharmaceuticals. 

Secondly in para 8 second bullet point of action should emphasise the value and appropriate use of products in high disease burden settings with inadequate health services rather than maximising of use of new products as this is against good public health practice. The same concerns apply to the next area of action where we would like to add wording emphasising that where appropriate and on the basis of national and global health policy priorities, disease control policies should use products on the basis of their impact-evidence and in terms of new products on the basis of impact-evidence in comparison to existing products in use. 

We would also have in this action area further emphasis on other actions like rational use of pharmaceuticals, pricing, procurement, production capacity and where necessary, imported tariffs and taxes. We would like to emphasise strengthening the WHO work on pricing of pharmaceuticals and look closer at variation of pricing of pharmaceuticals and mechanisms that Member States could use at national level to lower prices, including the use of generic drugs. 

We also would like to emphasise that as part of delivery the emphasis should be also on improving regulation, procurement and quality control in comparison to mere emphasis on counterfeiting, which was also the emphasis of the original recommendation in the report.

In the secion 8 on Ensuring sustainable financing mechanisms we would like to clarify and draw attention to the initial statement of the European Union emphasising innovative financing mechanisms, such as the UNITAID,  IFFim and AMC as possible new ways of thinking in financing, but not as means to finance the global plan of action as is stated now as this could be leading to a misunderstanding. 

Under title 8 on Ensuring sustainable financing, it would be appropriate to emphasise to channel more funds to research organisations in developing countries in both public and private sector for diseases disproportionately affecting developing countries ensuring that these funds are used in as cost-efficient, transparent and openly accessible ways as possible. 

Finally, in terms of the use of advance purchase schemes we are not sure if the emphasis on quickness is necessarily the right one as and would need at least an emphasis on not making compromises in terms of quality and safety.

