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Evolution of One Health

Lobjectif

N

Drivers

L'approche

Social One Health Operations

_ Thinking Planning Working
Economic =Globally Common Aims,  =Transdisciplinary

=Multidisciplinary Problems & =Transsectorial
*Multisectorial Financing =Teamwork
Environmental *Multiple scales =Participation

.'." frontiers PERSPECTIVE
in Public Health '

Sharing Learning Systemic Organisation

Data -Knowledge Exchange  *Polycentric T
“Knowledge =Institutional Memory *High Connectivity L s
"Resources -Feedback =Synchronisation e’ Arbny stars!
-Staff -Self-Regulation *Multidimensional

,,,,,,

Supporting Infrastructures e



University of

Zurich™ Network
for Ecohealth

and One Health

Working groups

WG1 WG2 WG3

C

Assess frameworks
Identify metrics
Define approach

Inputs to One Health d
Output measures

Feedback

Handbook
Conference
analysis Publication

Meta-

Protocol

Methods, data,
analysis and

reporting - I t AN £\ PN PN t I FaN t

Stakeholder engagement, dissemination and policy

http://www.wageningenacademic.com/neoh [=]llf:=



University of
Zurich™

Innovation 1:; Co-Construction

Societal practice

Societal problem
Antimicrobial resistancein
humans, animals and
environment
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Actor specific

societal discourse
Administration, Institutions, NGO's,
Corporations, Politics, Media

Outcomes for

societal practice
MNew solutions to AMR: new
technigues, alternatives,
guidelines, legislation
Stakeholder engagement

Transdisciplinary process

Initial inputs
Human and technical resources
Research: state-of-the-art
Availabledata and information

New inputs
Human and technical resources
Mew research, learningand
sharing methods [ approaches
MNew data and information
Participation of patients, animal
_ownersand prescribers .~

Co-creation of solution —
oriented transferable
knowledge

Output/results
Evidence: New knowledge +
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and societal factors and linkages
Communication: Scientific
ublications, seminars,
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Scientific practice

Scientific problems
Data availability & reliability
Knowledgegaps
Insufficient methods
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Scientific discourse
Institutions of higher
education, non-university
research, industrialresearch

Outcomes for

scientific practice
Genericinsights, new
methodology, theoretical
innovation, research questions
Future collaborations

-0

Network
for Ecohealth
and One Health



University of 9‘3@
Zurich™ Network

for Ecohealth
and One Health

Innovation 2: Index et Fraction One Health
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System Thinking and Citizen
Participation Is Still Missing in One
Health Initiatives - Lessons From
Fifteen Evaluations

Martin Hitziger', John Berezowski®, Salome Darr?, Laura C. Falzon™,
Manigue Léchenne*®, Kennedy Lushasi’, Tigran Markasyan®, Céline Mbilo®,
Kelvin N. Momany(*, Ranya Ozgelik?, Nambiar Prefit®, Jakeb Zinsstag™® and
Simon R. Riegg ™
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LApproche Systémigque

Table 3.1. An overview of how to describe the system at which the One Health initiative is targeted,

i.e. the context of the initiative (adapted from Boriani et al., 2017).

Aspect Description Secondary questions Evolution
Aims ‘What is the context of Perspectives Do the various aims/
the OH initiative - why » What does the system aim to do? Are  indicators change as
does this system exist? there different declarations? the system evolves with
‘What does it produce? For s What do the actors and stakeholders  time?
social-ecological systems perceive the system does and how do
that have no explicit those perceptions differ? (For social-
aim, what are indicators ecological systems: how do the actors
that the system is intact/ and stakeholders perceive/evaluate
healthy? that the system is intact/operational?)
» Are there measurable outcomes/
indicators of the system?
«» How do the declared, perceived and
measured aims/outcomes relate?
Actors Wheo are the actors? Who  Relationships Do the actors change
acts within the system? » How do they affect the other actors/  their activity and
stakeholders and the aim of the behaviours as the
system? system evolves (new
‘? frontiers - JrETHone
=)

A Systems Approach to
Evaluate One Health Initiatives

Simon A, Rijegg", Liza Rosenbaum Nielser?, Sandra C. Buttigieg®, Mijalche Sanfa’,
Maurizio Aragrande®, Massimo Canal®, Timothy Ehlinger®, lias Chantziaras’,
Elena Borlani®, Miroslav Radeski, Mieghan Bruce", Kevin Queenan™ and Barbara Hasler'?

doi:10:3389/fvets.2018.00023
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Théorie du chamgement Evaluation de la
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Séléction et conception de I'évaluation

Evaluation de I'impact Evaluation Evaluation de
non-linéaire économique I'impact
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Cycle de Vie d’un Projet e

* Initiation dans la phase
d’évaluation

 Mettre en évidence les points
Conception forts et faibles

e Batir sur I'existent pour évoluer

Implémentation

PLOS ONE
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QOne Health evaluation of brucellosis control in
Kazakhstan

Duriya Charypkhan»'#*, Simon A. Riegg"
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African Region anses

» Gestion de la Brucellose, Kazakhstan
» Interface Humains-Macaques, Thailanc

Transforming
Biodiversity
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* mettre en évidence la valeur ajouté de I'approche Une Seule Santé
e Connaissances, compréhension émergentes et identification de lacunes
e Sens commun et alignement des perspectives
* Confiance et engagement des parties prenantes

* mettre en ceuvre des projets et politiques de Une Seule Santé
* Gouvernance avec feedback en temps réel
* Epidémiologie et modélisation intégrée et participative
* Approche de méthodes mixtes
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