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Health and Employment

Tabhle F., The Im FIHI.TI' it -Elt:.tll-lit:pl lnmitations on abour market
participation In eight CIS countries {in %), 2001

Change In probability of labour
Country market participation due to
presence of activity limitation (%2

Armmenia —16.3%
Belaruss —23.19
Gecrgia —5. ok
Karakhstan —30.42
Fwrgezstan —18.89
bl chose —22.3
Russian Federation —Z3.0°
Lk ranine 16,72

FSignificant at 1 %. B Significant at 5%

Sawrce Suhrcke, Bocon & MokKee (38,




Retirement Depends on Health

Flg. 2. Average pred|cted
Probability % probabllity of retiring In the
' subsequent perlod (in %), based
0 - on panél loglt results
Mat chranically ill
60 1 [ Chronically il
50 4
A0 -
29
30 4
21
30 18 18
10 4
0 .
= 95['1 ?ELI‘_,HS'.h -|:||.|I -.-S|"I 25! th 5-,LI“ < 25! th
income income iInCome income Income
percentile percentile percentile percentile percentile Nate. Fiesults refer to a hypothetical
Richest Poorest male at age 55 (3
Source Subrcke, Rocoo & Mckee (2],



Health Status Defines Income

Table 8, Expected remalning ite expectancy and lifetime health-Care costs for cohofts with different health-rélated behaviours

Outcome measure FRealthy [iving Obese Sokets

Lo oy |
-I-\-.'
-

349 4

e exgectancy at age 20 years)

Expecte] remaining htetme heath-care costs

J81 000 J50 000 0000
per capita at ang &) 21 000 ¢4 WA 4000

Saurce van Baal et al. (110,



_ Better Health is a Contributor to
R Better Economy and Growth

HealTH anbD WwealLTH"™
Tallinn, Estonia, 25—27 June 2008

T he econmnomic costs
of iIll health N the

Furopean Region
Table 1. Monetary value of life expectancy gains in selected European countries, 1970-2003

C o rtrys Monetary value
. Life expectancy Gains per life |[(7) as 26 of 2003
gains (PPP%) year gained GDP per capita
(6 (PPP3%) (7) (B

S astrias 87 986 9 875 33
Fimnland 74 037 8 899 32
Framnce =4 /41 8 409 30
o reae e 29 085 5 692 29
Irelarmnd 95 450 12 676 32
rNetherlanmnds 45 426 8 925 30
(e Lo g W= L S 39 11 624 31
Spaiir 45 312 B 567 25
Swwrecl e 42 705 7 708 25
Swwitzerla mdd 59 79 9 220 30
Toarkoeny 37 796 2 598 35
Llited Kingdorm 55 106 = Aa78 31




Life Expectancy and GDP are Interrelated
Countries With Higher Life Expectancy Have Higher Income
and Vice Versa

1.1.2. Life expectancy at birth and GDP per capita, 2011
(or nearest year)

Life expectancy in years
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Life Expectancy and Health Spending

Higher Life Expectancy and Higher Health Spending are Interconnected

Jdfe expectancy at birth and health spending
Per capita, 2011 (or nearest year)

Life expectancy in years | _
BS5 Higher Spending >> Better Health

A Better Health >> Higher Spending
ISR 4 ESP
"2
80 e USA
CHL o &
s
Fill)
A2z = 0.51

65 1 1 1 1

0 2 000 4 000 & 000 8 000 10 000

Health spending per capita (USD PPP}

Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http2/dx.doiorg/10.1787 ‘health-data-en;
World Bank for non-0OECD countrnes.
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Life Expectancy and Drug Spending

Higher Life Expectancy and Higher Drug Spending are Interconnected

a5
Higher Spending >> Better Health
Better Health >> Higher Spending
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Benefit of medicines

CONTRIBUTION OF INNOVATIVE MEDICINES TO INCREASE IN LIFE
EXPECTANCY (2000-2009)

Life Expectancy
(years)

T7.0 1

T6.5 +

T6.0 7

2000 Other Contribution 2009
of Innovative
Medicines

Source: Lichtenberg, F: Pharmaceutical innovation and longevity growth in 30 deve-
loping OECD and high-income countries, 2000-2009 (2012)
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Drug Spending and Economic Impact
Return for every S spend in the USA Health Care System

AMI
Diabetes
B Breast Cancer
Statins
Beta Blockers

B Cancer Hormones
B OverallHealth Care

NN NN N NN N

Source: The value of investment in health care, MEDTAP International 2004
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Emphasis on Access and Coverage

Breadth: >> who to cover
Scope: >> what to cover
Depth: >> how much to cover

Three dimensions to consider when moving towards universal

coverage
+ Direct costs:
;ELEEJUE_E! ing p;nﬁnrrlnn
E Include || o7 the Costs
il ?EES other covered
Services
Extend to naled fund
M -overs
..'._- ............... .-.
Services: S
Papulation: who is covered? are covered? | e

Source: World Health Organisation: World Health Report, 2010
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Most complex and bureaucratic HCS in the EU

f-f-s
Direct payments
or surcharges on
f-f-s paid by
HIFs
* f-f-s
Capitations
Per
diem

Per
diem Contributions
Subsidies & for group
Staff Salaries contracts

Informal

Payments

Formal

Subsidies

e e—

Mnyn: Mossialos and Davaki, 2005
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3.2.1 Practising dectors per 1 000 population, 2009 and change between 2000 and 2009

8 6 4 2
Per 1 000 population
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1. Datainclude not only doctors providing direct care to patients, but also those working in the health sector as managers, educators, researchers, ete.

{zadding another 5-10% of doctors).
2. Data refer to all doctors who are licensed to practice.

3. Data for Chile include only doctors working in the public sector.
Source: OECD Health Data 2011; WHO-Europe for the Russian Federation and national sources for other non-OECD countries.

Seacdink sxey hitp//dx.dot.org/10.1787/888932524070



6.4.1 Physician density, by territorial level 2 regions, 2008 (or nearest year)

Australia [ 4 & # Australian Capital Tarritory
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Source: OECD (2011b).

Seard ink Sxzey hitpVdx.doi.org/10.1787/888932525780
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6.1.1 Unmet need for a medical examination, selected reasons
by income quintile, European countries, 2009

Quintile 1

Ouintile 5
Higher income

Lower incomea
BN Could not afford to

Waiting time H Too far to trawvel

Austria
Belgium
Czech Republic
Demnmark
Estonia
Finland
France

________ Greece _______ [N
Hungary
lceland
Ireland
Italy
Luxemiourg
Metherlands
[ | Naorway
[ | Poland
1 Portugal
1 Slovak Republic
Slowvenia
Spain
1 Sweden

Switzerland
! | United Kingdom

Source: EU-SILC.
Seard i aeem=w http//dx dotorg/10. 1787 /888032525528




4.1.2 Estimated number of consultations per doctor, 2009 (or nearest year)
Consultations per doctor
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1. In Canada, the number of doctors only includes those paid fee-for-services to be consistent with the data on consultations.

2. Data for the denominator include all dectors licensed to practice (resulting in an underestimation in the number of consultations per doctor).
Source: OECD Health Data 2011.

Seaed ink axpw hitp//dx. doi.org/10.1787/888932524450




4.2.3 MRI exams, 2009 (or nearest year)

Outside hospital 0 Total

4.2.4 CT exams, 2009 (or nearest year)

Outside hospital N Total

e e
United States

lceland

Luxembourg

Turksy
France

Belgium
Austria’

Netherlan |:I:=1
Spain

Canada

United Kingdom®
Denmark
Estonia

Czech Republic
Hungary?

Slovak Re Eu blic
Australiz®
Germany’
Ireland’

Israel

Korea

Chile [ 17 ! 1 ! ! 1

0 20 40 60 an 100
Per 1 000 population

Mote: The OECD average does not include countries which only report
exams in or outside hospital.
1. Data for exams outside hospital are not available.
2. Data for exams in hospital are not available.
3. Onlyinclude exams for outpatients and private inpatients (excluding
exams in public hospitals).
Source: OECD Health Data 2011.
Statiink Se hitp//dxdolorg/10.1787/888032524507

HEALTH AT A GLANCE 2011: OECD INDICATORS @ OECD 2011

-------- Bttt -

Luxembourg
Belgium
lceland
Estonia
Bustrial
France
OECD
Canada
|sragl

Turke:
Bustralia
Korea
Czech Republic
Slovak Republic
Denma:hi

Spain
Hurlgarjrz
United Kingdom?
Ireland?
Metherlands
Germany’ )
Chile M3 ! ! ! ]

] 70 140 210 280 350
Per 1 000 population

Mote: The OECD average does not include countries which only report
exams in or cutside hospital.
1. Data for exams outside hospital are not available.
2. Data for exams in hospital are not available.
3. Only include exams for outpatients and private inpatients (excluding
exams in public hospitals).
Source: OECD Health Data 2011.
Stattink e hitp/fdx.dotorg/10.1787/888032524526
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Figure 5: Pharmaceutical expenditure per capita (Euro) and GDP per capita, 2008
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Source: Differences in cost of and access to pharmaceutical products in the EU; European Parliament, by Kanavos et al. March 2011



4.3.2 Hospital beds by function of healﬂq care, 2009 (or nearest year)
Countries ranked from highest to lowest nu'mhér o‘fmi'ai hospital beds per capita

: Long-term care beds [0 Other hospital beds

I Curative care beds Psychiatric care beds
100 .-III--I-- I
a0

60

l
I
1
1
1
1

1

1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

40

BT
&r3
655
£3.4
2.3

20
0
ol B v gk A, G S A . o e
FTELIFTITETIITELF NI T T TFFF TS S &
Vo
Source: OECD Health Data 2011. \ !
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4.3.3 Occupancy rate of curative (acutd) tl:are beds, 2000 and 2009 (or nearest year)
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1. In the Metherlands, hospital beds include all beds that are admu‘usmtgwel]f approved rather than those immediately available for use.

Source: OECD Health Data 2011. \l
Seard ink sxzow hitp//dx dolorg/10.1787/8880932524583



4.4.1 Hospital discharges per 1 000 population, 2009 (or nearest year)

Per 1 000 population
300

n
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11
1. Excludes discharges of healﬂ{gfbabies born in hospital (between 3-6% of all discharges).
2. Includes same-day separations.

Source: OECD Health Data 2011; WHO-Europe for the Russian Federation and national sources for other non-OECD countries.
Statd ik Sxzzw http/de.dolorg/10.1787/888932524602
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7.2.1 Total health ekgendlture as a share of GDF, 2009 (or nearest year)
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1. In the Netherlands, it is not possible to clearly distdnggish the public and private share related to investments.
2. Total expenditure excluding investments. v
3. Health expenditure is for the insured population rathli:r than the resident population.

Source: OECD Health Data 2011; WHO Global Health E)rpmqir}:ure Database.
Seatdink sz http//dx.dol.org/10.1787/8885932526103
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7.5.1 Expenditure on health by type of financing, 2009 (or nearest year)

I General government I Private sector 5% Out-of-pockat Private insurannei

% of total expenditure on health

100 prome P ne san i st e annn ans -
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1. Current expenditure.
2. No breakdown of private financing available for latest year. \J

Source: OECD Health Data 2011.
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6.3.1 Out-of-pocket expenditure as a share of final household consumption, 2009 (or nearest year)
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7.5.3 Out-of-pocket and current expenditure on health,
2009 (or nearest year)

Out-of-pocket share in current expenditure on health (%)
W ey

D 1
0 2000 4000 & 000 8000
Current health expenditure per capita (USD PPP)

Source: OECD Health Data 2011.
Seard ink axzow hitp://dx doiorg/10.1787/8880932526312
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C. Potential savings in public spending :

: %Z;UT%GDP

1 I

B 11T

# ;t’;‘@i*‘“@iﬁ“ﬁ’* / i*" A fﬁﬁ S ;,;@@%’% A i ‘@i@@ WO c} i
\5(‘\{@6‘ \)‘f} %;ng \x‘i’a \?QQEJ C}"ﬁ\ ‘5§

3. Potential savings represent the difference between a no-reform scenario and a scenario where countries would
become as efficient as the best performing countries.

Source: OECD Health Data 2009; OECD calculations.



AvamnoteAeopatikotnta otn BeAtiotonoinon tTov

no

—k

OTLOTEAEOLOLTOG A
Potential gains in life expectancy, years Potential gains | Eaﬁn
W Life expectancy at birth & |ife expectancy at 65 0 Amenable martality (nght ;éoail
5 i
4 R
0 |
0 i
3 0 i

_.._-----—--------------Gr------

P LY LY

Source: OECD Health Data 2009; OECD calculations.

enable mortality

)

i



Figure 1.6. Public satisfaction and health-adjusted life expectancy
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1. Share of population satisfied with availability of quality health care, 2008.
Source: WHO, World Health Statistics 2010, OECD Health Data 2009.
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1.2.2 Reduction in potentml.'yéars of life lost (PYLL), 1970-2009 (or nearest year)
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1.9.1 Percentage of adults reporting to be in good health, 2009 (or nearest year)

Total population Males and females

Il Females B Males
ano United States’ T . 007
ao7y New Zealand® A0 H Ba6
885 Canada’ i E8.9
BET Switzerland 454 BB.2
B49 Australial B5.3 844
B34 Ireland HZ B B34
B3 Icaland F e 1.0
ED.O

Norway

708 Sweden

TO& Israel T

704 Denmark TT.

7is5 Netherlands ¥
Belgium 74

Greece = 1T T T i
Luxembourg
T24 France FilI§
604 OECD
CGzech Republic Ba..
1 Finland Bl
ER.O Turkey b
B5.5 Mexico
647 Germany
B16 Italy
Slovenia
Paland 5.1
Estonia I
Hungary 5(.4)
Chile 53
Korea a7 480
Portugal I 45T
327 Japan I 347
| L Hd Slovak Republic P 344,
100 80 60 40 20 20 40 G0 80 100
% of population aged 15 and over

% of population aged 15 and over

1. Results for these countries are not directly comparable with those for other countries, due to methodological differences in the survey
questionnaire resulting in an upward bias.

Source: OECD Health Data 2011.

Seatdink sxzer http//dx dovorg/10.1787/888932523709



2.1.1 Adult population smoking daily, 2009 and change in smoking rates, 1999-2009 (or nearest year)
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2.4.1 Children aged 5-17 years who are overweight (including obese), latest available estimates
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Source: Intermational Association for the Study of Obesity (2011).
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HEALTH CARE IN 2014



) OECD  Health spending n Furope fallsfor the frsttime in decades

BETTER POLICIES FOR BETTER LIVES

Health spending in the EU falls in 2010

Annual growth rate in health expenditure per capita

}"-1.‘:2- Annual average growth rate in per capita health expenditure, real terms, 2000 to 2011 (or nearest year)

i B 2000-09 HEl 20091
An ny fal werdge growth rate (%)

1|5 \
Pl
! i
! i
! i
! 1

o b
1

e

1

s

1

I

1

1

i

10 :

! 1

! 1

! 1

! 1

! I

1

o :

H 1

1 T

1 ILﬁ

: P

10 -

- :

1 4

-t

lil i

45 L1
Voo g 2 A ud ol B & S& & D D e NP g &
i o e '\e-éh 25 fF .@; o® o g o b e B 8
i & o o o F a.:% e P o 3T & S L
R ﬁfﬂ“@ %@%ﬁ@ a@ﬁ S NS E R -ﬁb “’@,‘“ PRt g
b & ,ﬁ@m‘“ A% o &F
i 1 =
: I S

1. CEI use:i as deflator.
Sourck: OELD Health Statistics 2013, http-//dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.

i Statl ink mzew https/dw.doiorg/10.1787/88809329185852

1
1
1
1
1
)

~
~_
-
———

\
\\_,



\
\
1
1
1
1
1

I
1
1
1
1
|
1
o, ﬁ\rerage annual growth in pharmaceutical expenditure per capita, in real terms, 2000 to 2011 (or nearest year)

1

1

1

; BN 2000-09 B 200911
1

Annugl average growth rate (%)

i

o

I

I

1

| |09

[ o

i k|

1

1

: 43 4.3

? 23 3 = 24 g : 3B 25

[ - 17 20

! 12 Lt

‘:I 0 -04

] H 5T 09 g 07 06 05 05 04 03 T

1

: i P Z5 =0 -20

T i 47 44 -

: : 59 57

H 172
Ay - .

1 1

1 1

1 ]

1 ]
4L

1
i .mf}@- hﬁqﬁ;&o@h@q@ b'“h“’.hh'“bhq\h@“%"m“mﬂ@@'"@
)

I 1= 4 % 8 il W e ol ol
! 5 5 Qp = o g

1 I

1. CHI used bs deflator.
Sourca: DEC[? Health Statistics 2013, http://dx doiorg/10.1787 health-data-en. Statlink mrze hittp/dx.doiorg/10.1787/88893 2915985

HEALTH AT 1" GLANCE 2013 OECD INDICATORS & OECD 2003 161

1 1
1 1
1 I
1 ]
L |
L
A\



Avaypoppa 2

Eupw)

MOZA (exkarT.

25.000

20.000

15.000

10.000

5.000

2UVOAIKR Tpeyouoa Aamdvn Avd ®opea Xpnuatodotnong

23.135.1
207529 20.156,7
177085
16.106.4
14.047,0 137614 -
— 12,0334
y.027,1 p.632,6 5.342 ¢ 5 621 6
2009 2010 2011 2012

ETOZ

O Xuvohikni Anuéoia
Tpéyouaa Aardvn

B Zuvohikr [BiwTik
Tpéxouaa Aamdvn

O uvolikr Tpéxouoa
Aarrévn Yyeiog




7.6.2. Public share of expenditure on medical services
and goods, 2011 (or nearest year)
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7.1.1. Health expenditure per capita, 2011 (or nearest year)
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6.2.1. ﬂ-ut-of-gc\cket medical spending as a share of final household consumption, 2011 (or nearest year)
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4.2.3. MRI exams, 2011 (or nearest year)
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4.2.4. CT exams, 2011 (or nearest year)
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4.3.2. Hospital beds by ﬂlnﬂtmn of health care, 2011 (or nearest year)

0 I Curative care beds Psychiatric ca

100 .
-
T TERERT T
|

60

] [0 Long-term care bads Other hospital beds

40

20

i itttk T
-_______________--_-_--------E-

]

AP, &ﬁﬁhﬁﬁ*

-si @‘“‘% d’h @ﬂr &"’ "’Q\'qt;f' &@h &.
f}“ "'f

'xt l!?
‘h w
- \"}

Note: Countries ranked from highest to lowest total number ufihﬂi'pital beds per capita.
Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, htlpﬂdx.dui.nrgflﬂ.l?EFﬁmIﬂl-dﬂm-en.

Statlink mEm hitp//dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932917351

——————
7l
-

H



2 UYKPLTLKOL AglkTeC pe ywpec OOZA

e Yyeiag
e 197 0¢on nmpoodokipo {wnc amod 2" to 1960
e 317 0€on Bvnolpotnta ano eykepaAlkd Kal 29" amno tpoxaia
* 36" veoyevvnta pe XaUnAo Bapog
e 24" B¢on mpoodokLpo {wn¢ ota 65 £Tn
e 197 0€0n 010 % ATOMWY AVW TWV 65 pe KaAR vyEiog
 Napayovteg Kivéuvou
e 217 0€on avadoplka LE TTOCOOTO VEWV TTOU Karmvilouv
* 397 0¢0n avadopLKa LE TTOCOOTO avNAikwy TTou Karmvi{ouv
e 40" B€on 0TO MOCOOTO UTIEPPapwWV TTALS LWV
e 287 0€0n 0TO MOCOOTO UTIEPPBAPWV EVNALKWY
e 26"0€0n 0T0 % ATOUWV TTOU TPWVE PppolTa Kal KaBnuepva



Graph 1. Economic climate tracer Graph 2. Economic Sentiment Indicator and
Purchasing Managers Index
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Graph 3. Production indicators: industrial
production, retail turnover and building permits
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Graph 4. Exports of goods and services and exports
of travel services
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Graph 5. Contribution of GDP components to GDP  Graph 6. Labour market: unemployment rate vs,

growth changes in emplovment
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Graph 7. Growth in nominal compensation per Graph 8. Monthly HICP developments and annual

employee and unemployment averages
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Table 1. Macroeconomic scenario, main features (2012-2017)

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Real GDP (growth rate) -7.0 -39 0.6 29 3.7 3.5

Fmal domestic demand contribution® -11.1 -6.8 -1.0 23 3.5 2.7

Net trade contribution 4.1 22 1.5 0.9 0.2 0.7
Employment (growth rate) -8.3 -3.7 0.6 26 4.0 29
Unemployment rate** 228 258 245 225 19.5 17.1
Compensation of employees, per employee (growth rate) -3.7 -7.8 -1.5 0.0 1.5 2.1
Untt labour cost (growth rate) -5.1 -7.8 -1.5 -0.3 1.6 1.2
HICP mflation (growth rate) 1.0 -09 -0.8 03 1.1 12
Current account balance (% of GDP)*# 46 2.4 -23 -22 -211 -14
Net borrowmg vis-a-vis RoW (% of GDP) -23 -0.7 0.7 -04 -0.4 03
General Government balance (% of GDP)*#*#* -64 -32 -29 -21 -0.7 -0.7
General Government primary balance (% of GDP)### -1.3 0.8 1.6 3.0 4.5 4.5
Gerneral Government debt (% of GDP) 157.2 175.0 177.2 1725 1629 1542

* Excluding change in inventories and net acquisition ofvaluables
** National accounts definition
*** Programme definition

Source: Enropean Commission



By 2014, Greece is projected to have broadly regained its 1995 labour cost competitiveness position relative to the
Euro area. Supported by wide-ranging structural labour market reforms, such as wider use of decentralized wage bargaining,
a lower nunimum wage, and reductions 1 other non-wage labour costs, compensation per employee fell by 3.7% n 2012 and
15 forecast to decline by 7.8% 1n 2013 and by a further 1.5% 1n 2014. Overall, the ULC-based real effective exchange rate of
Greece 1s forecast to fall by 21.6% between 2009 and 2014. Consumer prices are expected to fall in both 2013 and 2014
Over the period 2009-2014, the HICP-based real effective exchange rate 1s forecast to fall by 10.6% (see graphs 2.1 and 2.2).
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Graph 9. Greek 10y and 3m Bond Yield spread against Graph 10. Athens Stock Exchange Tndices
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Graph 11. Bank deposits Graph 12, Credit to private sector
(% change, v-0-y)
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The paradox

. . . T 3%
Social Protection Expenditure vs. -
25 Poverty Line in Greece 1
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Fiscal Derailment

of social policy

While total expenditure on social protection has increased,
the at-risk-of poverty rate has remained the same. Why?

+ Waste in pension spending

* High pensions without corresponding contributions

Wasteful pharmaceutical drug prescription

State hospitals lacking accounting standards / system (+under-
capacity)

+ Qverpricing of medical supplies & equipment

* Lack of expenditure monitoring

* High profit margins of pharmacists

——




Economics and economics of

welfare

Figure 1.10. Social spending increased least in countries most affected by the crisis
Percentage changes in real public social spending and real GDP, 2007/08 to 2012/13

Change in real public social spending (%)
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Note: See notes to Figure 1.9. Estimates for 2007-08 and 2012-13 are averaged over two-year periods to allow for the
different years in which the crisis began across countries and to limit the effect of year-on-year fluctuations.

Source: OECD {20113), OECD Social Expenditure Database (SOCX), preliminary data, www.oecd org/social/expenditure htm.
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Chart 2. In most countries, real public social spending is now at least 6% higher than in 200778

Real public social spending, and real GDP and CPI {Index 100 in 2007, left scale) and
public social spending in % of GOP (right scale), 2007-12, by level of change between 2007/08 and 2011/12
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C. Potential savings in public spending :

: %Z;UT%GDP
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3. Potential savings represent the difference between a no-reform scenario and a scenario where countries would
become as efficient as the best performing countries.

Source: OECD Health Data 2009; OECD calculations.
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The mechanics

Graph 1 - Overview of the 2009 projection of age-related expenditure
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e Na ouykpatnBouUv ot SnNpocLec SamAvec Vyelag
o€ enineda < 6% tou AEM kat tou papuakou ot
enimeda 1% tou AEMN, kaAUTITOVTOC KL TOUC
avoodaAloToug

* NaL EKOUYXPOVLOTEL KOlL VAL YLVEL OTTOSOTIKOTEPN
KOLL QTTOTEAECUOTIKOTEPN N OPYAVWON KoL
Sdloiknon toug

e Na evomotnBouv ot SoHEC, N XpNUATOSOTNON KoL OL TILPOXEC KoL
va yivel arnodotikotepn n dtaxeiplon tTwv mopwv

* Na cuykpatnBouv ot darmavec yla To pAPUAKO




NapeuPaocelg ota Pappoka

e TipoAoynon, anolnuiwon, yevoonua,
neplBwpLa pappakomolwy, TAadov, oToxol,
Slaywviopol, dtampayuatevoeLg,
Ddppako katevOuvtnpleg odnyieg, mpolmoAoyLlopol,
e-prescription, INN, Rebates, claw back,
monitoring, risk sharing agreements, HTA,
avaodaAlotol
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NapepBaoeic otov EOMYY
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e HAekTpOVLIKN ouvtayoypadnon, Evomoinon
TIapoYwyV, e-prescription e€etdoswy, auditing,
monitoring, claw back, rebates, fixed budgets,
guidelines, price volume agreements,
accounting
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Juotnua

/




NapepBaoceilc ota Noookopueio

A
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e Mnxavopyavwaon, SumAoypadiko, avaAUTLKN
AOYLOTLKI}, LOOAOYLOMOL, OLKOVOULKOC EAEYXOC,
E\eyxo¢ avaAwoipwy Kal tpounBelwy,
KwWOLKOTIOLN OELG, e-prescription, yevoonua,
ouvtayoypadnon pe dpaoctikr), mobility

Nocokopeia npoowritkoV, KEN, ouvtayoAoyLa,

katevuBuvtnpleg odnyieg, deiktec kat anodoon,

logistics, medical records, avaoddaAioto,

yevoonua
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SOKPATHS

«H AHMOKPATIA MAZ
AYTOKATAZTP<¢H<T Al AlOTI
KATSXPAZOH TS AKAKCMA
THZ <A<y ©<PIAZ KAl TIZ
IZOTHTAZ, AIOTI €« MASE TOYS
NOAIT€Z NA ©<OPSYN THN
AYCANCIA 0Z AKAKQMA, THN
ﬂAPANOMIA OF ¢AGYO<PIA,
THN ANAIAGIA TOY. AOTOY 08
ZOTHTA KAl THN ANAPXIA 2
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The Greatest Wealth is Health

“Health is the greatest of
human blessings”




How are we going to face the
challenges?

"Survival of the fittest"

"better adapted for immediate, local environment"
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