
1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

REPORT ON THE HAI EUROPE ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 2009 

 

Held at the Maison des Associations Internationales, Brussels, 

Saturday 24 and Sunday 25 October 2009 

 

 

Members Present: 

Jan Albinson, MarieRose Crombag, Rachel Dechenne, Annelies den Boer, Hedwig Diekwisch, 

Patrick Durisch, Kathy Glavanis-Grantham, Andrew Herxheimer, Christopher Knauth, Meri 

Koivusalo, Esther Lexchin, Joel Lexchin, Barbara Mintzes, Kirsten Myhr, Orla O’Donovan, Jörg 

Schaaber, Christian Wagner-Ahlfs, Lena Westin, Andreas Wulf 

 

HAI Europe staff: 

Teresa Alves  (Coordinator), Sophie Bloemen (Project officer), Katrina Perehudoff (Project 

Officer), Terri Beswick (Communications officer), Rose de Groot (Secretary). 

HAI Global observers: 

Tim Reed (Director HAI Global), Atze Sybrandy (Chair HAI Global) 

 

Agenda: see attached 

 

 

This arises from the Developing Rational Use of Medicines in Europe project, which has 

received funding from the European Union, in the framework of the Health programme 



2 

1. Welcome 

The Chair, Andreas Wulf (AW) welcomed members to the meeting and congratulated the HAI 

Europe staff on a well-organised seminar the preceding day.  

2. HAI Europe Highlights during the past year 

TA said that the themes of the seminar were chosen in accordance with the  work programme 

being developed by the office and that the seminar enabled HAI to challenge the viewpoints of 

the European Commission on several points. Members were asked to fill in the evaluation form 

on this Open Seminar so as to enable the office to improve where necessary.  

The Annual Report (November 2008 – October 2009) had been drawn up in new format and 

circulated to members prior to the meeting so that comments or queries could more easily be 

answered at the meeting or be given beforehand. The Annual Report reflected the work of the 

HAI Europe office which is based on three pillars of work: Access to medicines; Rational use of 

medicines; Democratisation of medicines policy. These have received good support from the 

membership thus far and will require further input until the end of February, when the final report 

to the European Health and Consumer Agency (the donor agency) is due.  

No comments/queries from the floor, but congratulations from Christian Wagner-Ahlfs for a 

comprehensive report with good content. 

3. Update from HAI Global  

The full powerpoint presentation can be obtained from Tim Reed (tim@haiweb.org). 

Commenting on the slides, TR said that part of the HAI Global programme of work enabled 

exchange of staff between regional coordination offices for local training and education. In this 

way Sophie Bloemen had been to the HAI Asia office to work on the MATH project; Meghana 

Bahar, Communications officer at the HAI Asia office will be coming to the HAI Europe office 

to restructure the website. There could be plans for moving the HAI Asia office out of Sri Lanka, 

depending on where the new regional coordinator will be located once Dr. Bala has retired. As 

from January 2010, the HAI Africa office will have a new regional coordinator, Mr. Gichinga 

Ndirangu, who has been appointed to take over from Patrick Mubangizi.  

With regard to Latin America, more funding will be applied for, to be redirected to the sub-

regional offices of AIS in the new funding cycle.  

HAI Global will be working with Barbara Mintzes on expanding HAI in North America. In 

addition, expanding the Middle East network will be focussed on, and it is hoped to hold a 

conference in September 2010 in Cairo. After that, the focus will be West Africa, and China 

(with HAI Asia-Pacific), depending on the state of development of civil society there. 
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Regarding education, HAI continues to have internships from the University of Utrecht (4 in the 

last three years).  In addition there is still the possibility of a summer school (this was proposed 

by HAI Europe for inclusion in the new round of funding for the Global programme). Lunchtime 

seminars are held regularly for all staff and feature reports on ongoing projects and outside 

visitors’ presentations. 

Responding from the floor, Andrew Herxheimer pointed out that pharmacology and therapeutics 

do not feature high up on the list of work of HAI; clinical pharmacology worldwide has run out 

of power and we need to have a counterweight of people well-grounded in that area. RUM should 

also include self-medication, (TA pointed out that this was also noted as an issue of concern at 

the Latvian workshop earlier this year). 

4. New members’ presentations 

Six new members had joined HAI Europe during the course of 2009, including Rachel Dechenne 

based in the UK, and who was present at this meeting but did not present this time. Carole Piriou,  

HAI Global staff member informed the meeting of her work: 

i) Carole Piriou  

As a new HAI Global member of staff, Carole Piriou presented on the research she carried out 

with HAI Africa as an intern from January to July 2009. This research studied advertisements 

from medical journals and brochures displayed in health facilities in five East and Central 

African countries, and showed that very few of the promotional material complied with national 

legislation, the WHO Ethical Criteria for medicinal drug promotion and the IFPMA code. 

(IFPMA = International Federation of Pharmaceutical Manufacturers Association).  She then 

presented the projects she is working on at HAI Global. Firstly, a scoping exercise on the impact 

and effectiveness of medicines promotion regulation. A methodology has been developed by HAI 

to assess the regulatory framework on medicines promotion in countries, as well as current 

promotional practices. It will allow a comprehensive overview of the situation on medicines 

promotion to provide policy recommendations to countries wishing to strengthen their regulatory 

system. The second component she is working on is a review on corporate involvement in 

biomedical research, focusing on identifying and resolving conflicts of interest. Part of this 

project is a survey of ISDB (= International Society of Drug Bulletins) members’ conflicts of 

interests’ policies, aiming at identifying best practices and harmonising the ISDB approach. For 

further information, please contact carole@haiweb.org 

HAI Europe’s volunteer Esther Lexchin also presented. 

Esther Lexchin explained that she was taken on as a volunteer during the summer months to help 

in the organisation of the Annual Open Seminar and AGM. During that period, she also 

conducted a project for HAI Europe to review the comments submitted by the HAI Europe 

experts to the EMEA, on the documents received for review –  the  European Public Assessment 
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Report (EPAR)  summaries and the package leaflets– were the text changes or comments actually 

incorporated by EMEA ? Was the work that HAI Europe was doing on these EPARs a valuable 

exercise for HAI Europe to be involved in ? 

HAI Europe needs to have more robust evidence as to whether our comments are being taken into 

account, or not. We need to develop a tool to help evaluate our contribution to the process. 

Overview of findings showed marked differences between uptake of format and content changes 

within various types of documents. Content was missing, or irrelevant; formatting could refer to 

spelling or lay-out as well as inconsistencies. Jorg Schaaber pointed out that it was the old 

problem of trying to work on an EPAR summary without having access to the whole document;  

other points included the fact that there was no common framework for criticism; the EMEA 

should be making comments public, and showing what comments have been accepted for 

inclusion; the final EPAR should be returned to HAI. All concerned in this work reported 

problems of time constraints with a short turn-around time from receiving the EPAR and the 

deadline for submitting comments.  

Katrina Perehudoff remarked that there are 3 main points that arose as parallel issues to this 

project: (1). The number of EPARS sent out for review had doubled from 20 per year in 2007 to 

over 40 in 2008/9, (2) We send in the comments and suggestions but we do not hear back from 

EMEA, (3) We need to know the final version – what wording has finally been agreed on. 

It was suggested that at the next EMEA meeting, HAI should bring up the problem of not having 

the full document to work on the reviews of EPARs; TA replied that those working on these 

EPARs could agree on the necessity of a checklist for reviewers, with a special highlight for 

points that were particularly worrisome for that particular document. This would then be sent to 

the other organisations with a cover note saying that this is what we are going to do now, and 

asking for their input. We would include the findings of the research done by Esther Lexchin as 

the rationale behind this approach. This would be a powerful lever on the EMEA, while also 

keeping the name of HAI visible. 

TA will look into the possibility of asking for a slot at the EMEA to bring this up. 

A short outline of the 7 planned workshops was given; one session was held before lunch, 

with two following the lunch break; reporting back was done at the end of the day as 

follows: 

 

Workshop feedback:  

1. DTCA (reporter: Teresa Alves)  

The Workshop consisted of a brainstorm session about the development of a possible package of 

information and advocacy tools to use in discussions with MEPs. These could include: 
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1. An example of deconstruction of European advertisement - ‘ disease awareness’ 

 

2.    A deconstruction of a Canadian reminder advert since this is equivalent to what is being 

proposed for the EU  

3.   Creating a fake information advert as if it was from the industry, meeting all the conditions 

now being proposed in the legislation 

4.   Showcasing an example of positive independent advert/information to show MEPs , to 

counteract what industry reps had been showing to MEPs as feasible if the provisions were 

included. 

In addition, TA explained that one of the possibilities would be to follow the idea of the German 

“Güte pillen, schlechte pillen” deconstruction adverts, and translate it into English; another good 

example would be to critically appraise the information provided by FASS in Sweden . 

As discussion on ‘information’ is already hotting up prior to debates in January, this issue now 

has top priority in the HAI Europe office. 

2. Conflicts of Interest (COI) (reporter: Christian Wagner-Ahlfs)  

Four points came out of the discussion: 

1. What kind of declaration do we ask the members to give: “conflict” or “competing” interests ? 

Consideration should be given to the point that we not only decide financial interests in industry 

could be problematical, but also consultation work – we therefore need a more expanded 

wording. It was decided that the Association Board should develop this document further. 

2. It was agreed that we need more transparency on COI – maybe we should publish our own 

COI forms on the website. 

3. The current procedure is that each member should fill in a COI form and send it to the office 

and if there is any possible COI then the office sends the form to a designated member of the 

Board. Should this be changed ? The workshop participants believe the current system to be 

sufficient, bearing in mind that some basic principles might lead the Board to consult other 

members on some points mentioned in another member’s COI. 

4. Is it possible to give very clear guidelines ? This is tricky but we can at least accept that HAI 

members can hold stocks/shares in Pharma (e.g. in order to gain access to shareholders’ 

meetings). 
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Discussion from the floor : 

i)  important to keep members informed if there is any doubt about the COI form, a result should 

be given to the member within 30 days. Information given may fall under data protection; 

sometimes information given involves personal safety issues in some countries. 

ii) On transparency of decision-making, it would be useful to know the nature of the COI in some 

cases, e.g. funding source for a member’s salary…. 

iii) Transparency has two phases : one for the members, one for general public. If we put the 

results of possible Conflicts of Interest on the Members Only section of the website, then there 

would not be a problem of data protection but there might be comments on transparency…..  

All these points will be developed further by the Association Board at their next meeting(s) and 

presented to members at next year’s Annual General Meeting. 

3. EU Trade and health (reporter: Sophie Bloemen) 

The workshop discussion focussed on two issues which have come up because of the 

enforcement agenda and the anti-counterfeiting concerns. 

1. The enforcement agenda has led to a chill on generic medicines’ competition . A recent inquiry 

from DG Competition has highlighted the increase in costs to the consumer and the decrease in 

innovation caused by  late generic market entry . How can HAI address this? It is proposed to 

keep raising awareness about it (FTAs, ACTA,) and counteract by disentangling the 

generic/counterfeits confusion.   

2. The cost of implementing the enforcement provisions, in order to protect the patent rights of 

Western pharmaceutical companies, are substantial. Developing countries have to spend a lot of 

time and resources carrying out procedures. These resources could otherwise be spent on public 

goods such as education and public health. HAI needs to focus on this argument as it is clear and 

easy to explain. 

4. Pharmacovigilance (reporter: Marie-Rose Crombag) 

This workshop decided on the definition – pharmacovigilance is not just Adverse Drug Reaction 

reporting but includes background information and documentation information that general 

public should have access to. the workshop participants came up with the following points: 

1. Detach pharmacovigilance systems from governments, as in the Netherlands; 

2. Recognition should be given to two different levels of reporting: patients (non-experts) 

and healthcare professionals (experts) are both valuable and complete each other, leading to 

multicultural knowledge; 
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3. Obstacles to good reporting sometimes lie in the low fees paid -  for example, dentists, and 

through overworked doctors; 

4. There are many different systems operating in many different EU countries – need to find a 

way of harmonising and draw people's attention/awareness; 

5.  Newer drugs could warrant a more intense monitoring, such as the intense monitoring project 

Lareb (the Netherlands agency) is conducting; 

6. By integrating direct patient reporting in the AE reporting system, individual experiences are 

shared. these reports give more context. 

5.  Promotion Manual (reporter: Barbara Mintzes) 

The draft of the WHO/HAI Promotion Manual was launched at the WHA this May; Medical and 

Pharmacy schools can signal their interest in taking part in a multi-country pilot study as part of a 

randomised controlled testing.  Lisa Hayes is coordinating this with pharmacy and medical 

schools. Dee Mangin is working on the protocol. The first draft of this is now completed. Andy 

Gray is writing the first draft of a teaching manual. Through the IFMSA (International Federation 

of Medical Schools Associations) it is hoped that workshops can be arranged at a later date at 

medical schools. 

Funding for this work comes partly from the HAI Global programme. Any member interested in 

the Manual and/or pilot study should get in touch with Lisa Hayes (lisa@haiweb.org). 

Following questions from the floor, it was further explained that the 160-pages of the Promotion 

Manual means translations cannot be expected to be done on a volunteer basis; therefore the pilot 

study will only be done in English and Spanish; a Russian version is available but will not be 

used in the first pilot.  

6. Patient Organisations (reporter: Katrina Perehudoff) 

Discussion took place on how we move forward with this issue, using the results on the 

questionnaire, and trying to make our message less antagonistic and more inviting to encourage 

independence. Consultation between the office and the expert group is maintained as it is now, 

and the current decision-making process adhered to. 

Final outcomes: it is proposed to hold a public meeting in the European Parliament with MEPs 

and members of Patient Organisations in order to have a full transparent discussion on extent of 

involvement and to try to influence the EU Institutions (i.e. regulatory authority - EMEA) as to 

how they chose their patient advisors and partners, taking into account industry funding of patient 

organisations. 
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7. Clinical Trials (reporter: Annelies den Boer)  

The discussion on this topic started at the 2008 Open Seminar in Berlin: Members wanted to 

further explore publicly funded Clinical Trials. In the course of next year it is proposed to hold an 

expert meeting where several items will be discussed. The workshop discussed possible speakers 

and possible topics (e.g. Research & development, IP issues). Declaration de Berne, BUKO 

Pharma-Kampagne and Joel Lexchin are interested in developing a programme for this meeting 

and any other member interested in this topic is hereby invited to give input (e-mail Annelies on 

annelies.den.boer@wemos.nl). 

Discussion from the floor regarding the nature of funding of clinical trials and whether they are 

backed by the public purse or commercial interests; some publicly funded clinical trials are being 

used because of reimbursement programmes. The issue of the ethics involved when developing 

countries are being used seems to be getting side-tracked. Wemos emphasized it will continue its 

work on ethics but next to that Wemos also wants to start the discussion about publicly funded 

clinical trials as the dominant role of pharmaceutical industry in the process of clinical trials from 

design to assesment of the outcomes negatively affects public health both in the developing and 

the developed world. TR confirmed that the new Global programme of work being proposed in 

the NDMP funding proposal for the Dutch government will include this topic of work. Other 

suggestions included producing a booklet giving ideas to be used in public debates;   we need to 

involve people who want to do independent private investigation into ethics/outcomes of these 

trials. 

Members are encouraged to give further input on topics for the expert meeting, or ideas on future 

issues on this work etc. : please contact Annelies den Boer (anneles.den.boer@wemos.nl)  

 Any Other Business 

1. AW introduced Christopher Knauth who will be standing for election to the Association Board 

tomorrow during the Business section of the meeting.  Members are encouraged to attend this 

session of the Annual General Meeting 

 

The meeting closed at 17.30 
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Minutes of the HAI Europe Association Business Meeting 

Held in Brussels on Sunday 25 October 2009 

Members Present:   

Andreas Wulf (AW)(Chair), Jan Albinson, Patrick Durisch, Kathy Glavanis-Grantham,  Andrew 

Herxheimer,  Meri Koivusalo,  Joel Lexchin,  Kirsten Myhr,  Orla O’Donovan,  Christian 

Wagner-Ahlfs,  Lena Westin. 

HAI Europe office: Teresa Alves (Coordinator),  Rose de Groot (Secretary) 

Observers: Tim Reed  (Director, HAI Global),  Atze Sybrandy (Chair, HAI Global) 

1.1.  Opening 

Andreas Wulf (AW) as Chair welcomed all present and the meeting agenda was adopted. 

1.2.  Approval of 2008 Minutes 

There were no comments on the Minutes of the meeting held on 23 November 2008, and the 

Minutes are consequently duly approved. 

1.3.  Report from the Chair of the Association Board 

AW reported that the Board had met in March 2009 at HAI Europe offices and had also held 

teleconferences on certain points throughout the year. The main work areas of the Board over the 

past year had been: 

i) The Conflict of Interest issue: led by Christian Wagner-Ahlfs (CW) who was the 

Board member appointed to review all COI forms in case of any potential problems. It 

will be further discussed as a separate point (1.6) later on in this meeting. 

ii) The Essay Competition: designed to attract younger potential members and to give 

them a special incentive for involvement in the HAI Europe meeting. Orla O’Donovan 

(OD) and Joel Lexchin (JL) as Board members had taken the lead on this and drawn up 

certain criteria for entries. Meri Koivusalo (MK) had been appointed as one of the judges 

for this. More information on this point will come later in the meeting. 

iii) The Board meeting in the Spring had discussed the format and venue of the Annual 

General Meeting for 2009. 

iv)  New Board members for the upcoming elections 

 
This arises from the Developing Rational Use of Medicines in Europe project, 

which has received funding from the European Union, in the framework of the 

Health programme 
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Re: The Essay Competition – it was explained that authors are required to state their age and 

educational status in order to ensure ‘young’ criteria is kept; prize money is set at up to 2000 

euros in order to cover entries from NIS countries; essays have to be in English as a common 

language and because prize-winner has to present at the AGM, an international meeting.  “No 

winner” is also an option. 

The date for submission: bearing in mind the end of the academic year in Europe, and the fact 

that Finals are often in April/May, the first announcement should go out before the end of this 

year through the usual channels, including BMJ Student section.  Members will be asked to pass 

the information on. Judging could then take place in July-August and the winners informed of 

decision in time for them to participate at the AGM. 

 

 

1.4.  Report from HAI Europe 

Teresa Alves (TA) referred to Annual Report distributed at the AGM the previous day; work plan 

for 2009 had been intense but deadlines were being met. The draft work plan for 2010 and the 

mid-term 2009 report to the EU are available from the office.  

Two main points relating to this year: (1)The recruitment of a new project officer (Katrina 

Perehudoff) had taken longer than expected which had delayed until April the onset of certain 

projects. (2) HAI Europe has also gone beyond usual practice in certain cases, by translating 

materials into other languages for use in workshops and training sessions (e.g. in Portugal and 

Poland and translating materials from the Latin American-based C.S.O.s into English). 

Andrew Herxheimer queried why no mention of Marg Ewen’s pricing project? TA explained that 

the focus of the pricing project was not on Europe. It was essentially a global project, working in 

countries without a reimbursement system. Tim Reed added that HAI Europe members had 

indicated before that they preferred working on European issues. TA clarified that HAI Europe is 

working on the issue of reimbursement, by organising two workshops (Poland and Portugal) . 

The new Global funding application from HAI Europe will include a provision for data collection 

of medicines prices in Europe. If necessary and deemed appropriate, HAI Europe could invite 

presentations from other regions at next year’s AGM. 

Kathy Glavanis asked if HAI Global was also a member association similar to HAI Europe and if 

they then also had an AGM?  TR explained that No, there is no formal membership of HAI 

Global on the lines of HAI Europe. HAI Global is governed by a Board, and HAI Europe has 

representatives on the Board of HAI Global but that is not someone who is on the HAI Europe 

Association Board because of possible Conflict of Interest. 

TA further explained that although HAI Europe has limited resources,  it tries to accommodate 

the interests of members who do have more international scope (e.g. Medicus Mundi, Medico 

International) by holding Open Seminars with international theme (e.g. last year’s Clinical 

Trials). If HAI Europe is working on issues that have European themes then we concentrate on 

This point will be further discussed during the Board meeting today. 
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those, and if there are more international aspects, such as access issues, on the agenda then the 

expertise of HAI Global is called in. This is reflected in the MATH and EU-Andean work where 

the inter-collaboration between regions has been strong in the last year. Statements issued at 

international fora such as the WHA will have the HAI Global logo because they represent the 

regions in a united approach.  

1.5.  Association Accounts 2008 

Lena Westin reported on the accounts drawn up by Rose de Groot which she can approve; they 

have also already been approved by the other auditor, Thomas Schwarz. Accounts are approved 

by the Meeting.  

Joel Lexchin asked why the income now was so low. RG explained that we have lost 4 

organisational fees (each 250 euros) in the past year: Save the Children, Which?, (both U.K.) the 

Dutch NPCF and the Dag Hammarskjold Foundation (Sweden). Either the department closes, or 

the personal contact leaves the organisation; sometimes organisational policy changes bringing 

alignment questions – it was noted that some patient organisations would now have difficulty in 

filling in a Conflict of Interest form. 

Suggestions to increase membership included: holding a Pharmacovigilance seminar to see how 

Patient Organisations can be involved; having a flyer describing HAI Europe work, with a tear-

off strip requesting information on membership; more visible membership information available 

on the website; perhaps more information in other languages as English can be a barrier to some.  

 

 

 

 

 

1.6.  Membership Conflicts of Interest discussion 

CW explained that following discussions within the Board and the workshop yesterday, there are 

2 main points: 

1. Form will now be called “Declaration of Interest” (DOI) 

2. Transparency needs to be addressed: first to members and then to the public. 

Discussion raised the following points:  

- A section on the Members Only part of the website for discussion on a possible conflict of 

interest was considered to be not transparent;  

- A distinction should be made between public, tax-based, and private, industry funded activities 

on a ‘declaration of interest’ form; 

Methods to increase membership will be further discussed at Board level.  

Patrick Durisch has put himself forward as being the next auditor to replace 

Thomas Schwarz. Elections for this will follow later. 
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- The “No Thank You Charter” based on Prescrire model and drafted by HAI in 2007 could be 

used in conjunction with the “Declaration of Interests” form as the “No Thank You Charter” can 

be made public more easily; 

- Anonymise some DOI forms to show samples of what the Board considers to be competing 

interests; this could be distributed at the time of sending out the new annual DOI so members 

have a better idea of a potential problem. 

 

 

 

Following the coffee break, elections for a new Board member and a new Auditor took place. 

2.1.  Elections for Board members 

AW explained that Orla O’Donovan is able, and willing, to stand for a second term on the Board; 

one new member has to be elected to replace Andreas Wulf as he has now completed 2 terms and 

has to step down. Christopher Knauth has put himself forward as a candidate for the Board and 

Patrick Durisch is prepared to stand as new auditor for the 2009 accounts. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Christian Wagner-Ahlfs presented Andreas Wulf and Kirsten Myhr with gifts from the Board as 

they had now both stepped down from the Board, and thanked them on behalf of the membership 

for all their input during the past 6 years. 

2.2.  Venue and date of next meeting 

Two suggestions: “Healthy Skepticism” in Amsterdam, “Science & Medicine” in Brussels. 

TA informed the meeting that Healthy Skepticism will likely be organising a conference in 

Amsterdam on Thursday 7 and Friday 8 October, 2010. A Dutch organisation, DGV, is a member 

of Healthy Skepticism (HS) and a good contact of HAI. This would be a good piggy-backing 

opportunity, and could involve HAI Global (education stream). The HAI AGM could therefore 

be on 9 and 10 October with the Business meeting and Board meetings being held in the HAI 

Europe office in order to keep costs down. Joel Lexchin warned about possible overlap in terms 

of content. JL is in Management team of HS and can keep an eye on this; CW will talk to Jörg 

Schaaber as ISDB is also involved. 

It was decided that these points will be discussed further by the Board at 

their meeting later today. 

Orla O’Donovan is re-elected to the Board (no objections, no abstentions);   

Christopher Knauth is elected to first term on Board (no objections, no abstentions);  

Patrick Durisch is elected for the 2-year term of Auditor (no objections, one 

abstention). 
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The Science & Medicines meeting, as proposed by the keynote speaker at the Open Seminar - 

would be for policy makers on the current state of events on different issues – more a strategic 

event which would involve a lot of planning in time-line and allocation of resources (not covered 

in 2010 work plan). Christopher Knauth can use ‘catalytic opportunism’ to relay DG Sanco and 

European Development input; CK had already informed AW that holding a meeting in 

Amsterdam would ensure full-day participation from EU departments/MEPs rather than their 

promising to ‘drop in’. 

 

 

 

 

2.3.  Any Other Business 

1. Kathy Glavanis-Grantham asked if it is possible for a draft report on the other HAI regional 

offices to be made available at the HAI Europe AGM? Tim Reed said that this could be 

distributed beforehand. 

2. Andrew Herxheimer asked if the HAI Europe annual report is also given through to the other 

regions so that we can find out if we mesh into what they are doing? TR: The annual report is 

shared with the other regional offices; additionally there have been three meetings with regional 

offices regarding work in the network so as to ensure that members can link up with others doing 

similar work.  

3. Meri Koivusalo asked about the process in dealing with consultations with the EU? e.g. was 

the HAI response in the Competition enquiry based on a consensus of an established working 

group or was there a call placed out according to expertise? TA replied that the office sends out a 

request to members based on the issue involved; there is a deadline for comments as the office 

then collates replies which are then signed off as HAI Europe. Sometimes there is a second round 

of review after the HAI office has added on their own input.  

3.0. Closure 

The meeting was closed by Andreas Wulf who thanked members for attending this section of the 

meeting; he added that these were his final words as the Chair but that he would be happy to 

continue as a ‘normal member’ in the HAI network.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

It was decided that the Healthy Skepticism meeting would provide the 

basis for the HAI Europe AGM for 2010.  

The Board will take this further. 
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HAI Europe Annual General Meeting (AGM) 2009 

Saturday 24th – Sunday 25th October 2009 

Venue: La Maison des Associations Internationales, 40 rue Washington, Brussels 

Programme 

Saturday 24 October  

10.00 Welcome by Andreas Wulf, Chair of the HAI Europe Association Board 

10.10 HAI Europe – Highlights from the year, by the HAI Europe office staff 

10.30 Update from HAI Global – Tim Reed, Director 

10.50 Presentations by new members 

11.20 Workshop overview 

11.30 COFFEE BREAK 

11.50 Workshop session 1  Direct-to-Consumer Advertising; Conflicts of Interest 

12.40 LUNCH 

13.50 Workshop session 2  EU Trade and Health; Pharmacovigilance;   

   Pharmaceutical  Promotions Manual  

14.55 Workshop session 3  Patient Organizations; Clinical Trials 

15.45 TEA BREAK 

 16.00 Reporting back on outcomes of all workshops 

 17.30 Any other business 

 17.50 CLOSE   

This arises from the Developing Rational Use of Medicines in Europe project, 

which has received funding from the European Union, in the framework of the 

Health programme 
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Programme 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sunday 25 October: HAI Europe Association Business meeting 

 10.00  Doors open - meeting will be held in “Washington” room 

1.1.    Welcome and Adoption of Agenda (Andreas Wulf)  

1.2.   Adoption of Minutes of Business meeting of Sunday 23rd November 2008  

1.3.  Report from the Chair of the Association Board 

1.4. Report from HAI Europe Coordinator (Teresa Alves) 

1.5.  Report from the Auditors (Lena Westin) 

1.6. Membership Conflicts of Interest discussion  

11.30   COFFEE BREAK 

 2.1. Introduction to election procedure (Andreas Wulf): 

  a. two Board members step down (Andreas Wulf & Kirsten Myhr) 

  b. one Board member can be re-elected (Orla O’Donovan) 

  c. one new Board member has been proposed (Christopher Knauth) 

  d. one new Auditor needs to be elected to replace Thomas Schwarz 

2.2. Elections 

3.1. Venue and date of next meeting 

12.30   CLOSE 

This arises from the Developing Rational Use of Medicines in Europe project, 

which has received funding from the European Union, in the framework of the 

Health programme 
 


