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From Leeds Castle to Lancet
� Needed oversight vs. Interference over 

Tripartite agencies (WHO, FAO, OIE) plus 
UN Environment

� Engagement of UN and intergovernmental 
agencies vs. Anchor in Tripartite Plus

� Cost of maintaining layers and layers of 
bureaucracy

� Tying up resources of Tripartite Plus in 
staffing this bureaucracy

� Distraction of delivering a global multi-
stakeholder agreement

Source: Rochford C, Sridhar D, Woods N, et al.
Global governance of antimicrobial resistance.
Lancet May 19, 2018. 
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One Health Global Leadership Group
� “The IACG proposes that the One Health Global Leadership Group on 

Antimicrobial Resistance be composed of a small group of current and 
former Heads of State; Ministers of Agriculture, Environment, Finance, 
Health, and Water and Sanitation; Heads of the Tripartite agencies; other 
UN and international agencies; Heads of Regional Banks and other 
prominent global leaders and eminent person representing human, 
animal and plant health, as well as food and feed production and the 
environment, including members from the private sector and civil society, 
and with appropriate gender and geographic representation. Proper 
declarations of conflict of interest should be made.”



Independent Panel on Evidence for Action 
against Antimicrobial Resistance

� “the Independent Panel should include representation across the One 
Health spectrum, including experts from human, terrestrial and aquatic 
animal and plant health, as well as the environment, food and feed 
production and food safety sectors.”

� “The costs of convening experts, commissioning expert analysis, and 
maintaining Secretariat functions are anticipated to be modest.”
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� How do we ensure 
public interest voice 
and representation?

� How do we handle 
potential financial 
conflict of interest?

� How do we maintain 
independence of 
”Independent Panel”?



Scaling Up Nutrition
� Networks feed into the Executive 

Committee, (10/16 members from 
Networks), so potential conflict of 
interest baked into structure

� Business network co-convened by GAIN 
and World Food Program contribute 
monies for sponsored activities

� SUN Movement Ethical Framework
� Transparency and accountability of the 

Movement’s stewardship arrangements 
and support system



Committee on World Food Security (CFS)



Financing AMR
� Three buckets of financing

� AMR-specific funding currently 
deployed to address drug-resistant 
infections

� AMR-sensitive funding into which 
AMR might be mainstreamed

� New funding
� Costs of Addressing AMR

� World Bank
� OECD 

Source: World Bank, Drug-Resistant Infections: A Threat to 
Our Economic Future, March 2017.



Development aid is significant in a few countries

Source: WHO Global Report: New Perspectives on Global Health Spending for Universal Health Coverage
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/259632/WHO-HIS-HGF-HFWorkingPaper-17.10-eng.pdf?sequence=1



International Legal Agreement on AMR
Goals and Targets Potential Challenges
� Value added of treaty. What is the 

ambition for taking on a treaty, beyond 
what is going on now?

� Sectoral scope. If pursued, how broad a 
scope across sectors would be taken up 
by the treaty—health vs. food vs. 
environment?

� Universal vs. tiered treatment under 
treaty. Whether binding or non-binding, 
how would such a treaty hold differently 
resourced countries to a common goal, 
but different means to respond to AMR?

� Potential distraction from ongoing 
progress, particularly at Tripartite 
agencies

� Differing capacity and infrastructure to 
implement treaty provisions

� Financing must follow mandates and 
measure of the problem.

� Disparate impact of common measures 
for accountability


