Part I EEHC Meeting, key points

Communication Plan for the EEHC

The WHO press officers Vivienne Taylor Gee and Cristina Salvi presented the draft communication plan for the EEHC. 

The key elements are 

· involving more journalists in following the progress of the Budapest conference. They reported on the press coverage of the Budapest conference which laed to 220 articles on Budapest, and 500 articles over the year 2004 thanks to 21 press releases, the website and 12 press conferences. 

· Was it among others thanks to the Budapest Effect that in the Euro-Barometer of November 2004, 85% of European Citizen’s answered that environmental policy was AS IMPORTANT as economic policy? And that the number of reponsdants increased on the question if we should care fo the state of the environment which our children will inherit (from 14 t0 17%). Another spicy result of the EuroBarometer is that when asked who they trusted, the respondents said they trusted most:

· NGOs (42%)

· Scientists (32%)

· TV (27%)

· Governments (11%)

· tools proposed to member states by WHO secretariat: 

· joint press releases and press conferences (the joint German Ministry for Environment and WHO press conference on air pollution was a success, helped turn the car industry to earlier date to provide diesel particle filters)

· website with the CEHAPE map, a map where each of the 52 member states are indicated, and for each member state information is available on the progress of implementing CEHAPE, including information on what is done by other sectors such as NGOs!!

· CEHAPE implementation booklet

· Email newsletter 

· E&H bulletin (not being published since a few years because of lack of funds, could be re-launched, was much appreciated)

Finland, Environment Ministry: the press will not necessarily check the WHO website, press-releases should go via the national ministries.

Austria: in our case other experience, when we published results of health-air pollution study hardly any press attention, when the same study was published in Lancet it was picked up by all Austrian press! It will help to have WHO data for press releases. BUT, the WHO study should include national data!

Chair, Prof Dabb, France, the objectives of the communication plan should not be to ‘inform’ the press, but specifically inform them on ‘exposure’ data! This is the most difficult part. We have data on e.g. pesticides in food, air and blood, but little about the combined exposure!

NB Ecoforum, it is easy to see how exposure to one contaminant, e.g. dioxins, has been going up or down, but for 9000 different pesticides is impossible.

Finland: Data on exposure alone is not sufficient, we also need to communicate what can be done about it, e.g. reducing EMMISSIONS. EEHC should lead to better sharing of good and bad experience with policies to reduce emissions and thus exposure. 

Roberto Bertolini, WHO Italy, suggested that the communication plan could be accepted by the EEHC members to increase the visibility and prestige of the committee and post-Budapest activities. Use the credibility which the WHO and the members of the committee such as UNEP have,

· Risk Communication Guidelines. This point gave rise to quite some discussion on what risk communication should be!! Eco-forum mentioned that governments might want to re-think their risk-communication. Too often our governments have said that there was no risk, as in the case of Asbestos, to find out a few years later that some countries like France hat 150.000 asbestos related death! NGOs would think governments should prefer to say that they DO NOT KNOW yet what the risk is, instead of saying that there is NO risk. To take a recent example, when the European Consumer Organisations put out a warning saying that formaldehyde is emitted by perfumed candles and air- fresheners, the Dutch Food and Drug agency immediately published a news-release saying there was no health risk. Had they known that scientists in the UK had just finalized a study in which they found that air-freshners were one of the main indoor air health risks for children, then they might not have given their advice that their was no risk! 
Chair Prof. William Dab, France, concluded; public authorities have to often said that “no, there is no risk”, and then there was, and every time we had to rebuild trust with the citizen’s. We might want to have a combined communication policy. Often lobby’s are manipulating the media, and they can be more powerful than we as individual governments. We as EEHC should try to develop an international horizon to help national strategies for Risk Communication. 

Report back from the CEHAPE task force

The Austrian Ministry of the Environment as organiser of the first meeting of the CEHAPE Task Force was very pleased with the large attendance. There were 48 focal points. Austria paid 25.000 Euro to assure attendance from EECCA countries. 

The meeting elected 2 chairs; Robert Thaler, Austria and Gareth Jones, UK

Preferably the Task Force would bring together ALL the focal points to share experience and best practice. 

A TOR was agreed on. 

· Measure progress on CEHAPE implementation (reporting format to be decided, should be flexible and encourage implementation)

· Vistis of CEHAPE secretariat to countries is welcomed, activity to be developed

· Support subregional meetings e.g. EECCA countries

· Encourage more involvement of national NGOS

· Develop recommendations on needed capacity building

· Youth involvement has been agreed on (Youth involvement was approved, although it remains unclear how Youth will be elected/selected to participate. Waiting for the result of the Dublin meeting (August) which has been postponed. Norway will assist Ireland with this Youth Meeting.)

· CEHAPE meetings should have simultaneous Russian translation and travel cost payments.

· Review existing legislation and the gats that need to be filled. Some countries have specific children H&E legislation, hard and soft law. What are the good practices. How can legally binding instruments help in that area. If the review shows necessary, a proposal can be made to have the CEHAPE become more legally binding. The CEHAPE task force can explore if it can become a CEHAPE CONVENTION and present it’s recommendations by the inter-ministerial of 2007.

Next meeting: 

The coming 2 meetings of the CEHAPE Task Force will focus also on the 4 Regional Priority Goals. 

Revision of TABLE of ACTION might be done during 3d meeting

Advocacy, Information and Education will be main activity. 

· Autumn 2005 (probably last week of Sept) in the UK on RPG 3 and 4

· Spring 2006 on RPG 2 Accidents and I Water and Sanitation (not yet decided where will take place)

· Autumn 2006 review of the table of action

· Srping 2007 comprehensive reporting in preparation for the inter-ministerial

Several countries have started developing implementation plans on CEHAPE:

Meetings were held in:

· Armenia

· Belarus

· Cyprus

· Spain

· UK

The NEHAPS have been reviewed in:

· Slovak Rep

· Uzbekistan

· Hungary

· Denmark

· Russia

· Malta

· Lithuania

· Moldova finalized national legislation to implement NEHAPS !!

Inter – ministerial committees to implement CEHAPE have been set up in :

· Austria

· Germany

· Bulgaria

CEHAPE task force is being FINANCED by Austria, Ireland, Italy, Denmark

Report back from the Enviro Health Information Systems (EHIS) task force

The rapporteur of the Environmental Health Information Systems task force, Ruzena Kubinova of Czech Republic, presented an update of their work.

The coordaintion group includes Albaina, Czech Rep, France, Georgia, Lithuania, Spain, DG env, DG Sanco, EEA, Kont Reserch Center, UNECE and UNEP. 

Action taken:

· Determine Information Needs for Policy making (lead by France)

· Assessment of Methodologies (lead by Italy)

No action being taken on:

· Access to Information (“very complicated”)

· NB Eco-Forum: this is an area NGOs might want to get involved.

Preparing product for inter-minsterial in 2007:

· Report on the CAHAPE system elements

Norway: EEHC should ask the EHIS task force to focus on ANALYSIS and COMMUNICATION to get the facts out of the computers and into policy making!

DG Env; some issues like the effects of peticides are INCOMMUNICABLE. They are TOO COMPLEX.

Report back from EU Environment and Health Strategy progress

EU Env and Health are organising a series of technical meetings on exposure routes and overall burden.

Looking at:

· Air pollution outdoors

· In door air

· Water (Bathing)

· Food (issue not covered by EHIS)

· Electro magnetic and noise

· Ionising radiation is NOT included

These meetings on exposure routes should lead to an implementation plan with targets. 

Examples should be provided of good practice. Therefore the firs two topics which will be started with will be water and air pollution. Find out what added value can be provided over already existing environmental data. 

We start sector by sector and can not show the coctail effects. We need to coordinate human bio-monitoring as the best way to show TOTAL COMBINED EXPOSURE.

Industry is getting interested in how biomonitoring will be used in the future. 

NEXT STAKEHOLDER meeting will take place on 30 of June, in Luxembourg.

Financial plan and commitments for EEHC meetings 2005

Half of the budget for the cost of the EEHC for 2005 has been received from (in order of importance):

WHO

France

Finland

Italy

Denmark

Norway

The CEHAPE task force has so far been funded from Austria (50.000 euro for first meeting and travel grants for participants from Eastern Europe/EECCA countries)

Ireland is funding the conference on Youth participation in the European Environment and Health process.

ARMENIA asks to implement a water and sanitation project on CEHAPE and is ASKING FOR BILATERAL FUNDS!!!!

Finland, we can maybe help find funds from our water sector for Armenia.

Plans for Next EEHC meetings

Autumn 2005 EEHC: Finland proposes to hold next EEHC meeting in Finland, end of the year 2005, on RPG 4: Chemicals, Nuclear, Biological pollution!

NB: Eco-Forum: with the PRO-nuclear and chemical industry stance of the Finish representative of the Ministry of Health, this might become a key meeting!

Autumn 2005 CEHAPE Taskforce: The UK might host the second meeting of the CEHAPE task force.

Spring 2006 EEHC: Norway proposes to host the meeting on Accidents. Austria would also like to host the meeting on Accidents, but can only do that in the second half of 2006, after having finished with the presidency of the EU!

