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* Organization of the National Informational Campaign

* More than 1 500 publications in media
about influenza

« Internet campaign to doctors: Vaccination
Forum

* Internet campaign to patients: Medical
Myths Busters

.

Campaign directed toemployers
and employees

Media support for local governments
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National Informational Campaign

and MPCh: ,Safety Hospital”,
,Safety Outpatient Clinic”

« Vaccination targets for OC and
doctors

J

associations.

HCW INFLUENZA RECOMENDATIONS

HCW VACCINATIONS

« Campaign for funding HCW influenza

« Partnership substantive.

* Active participation in the communication of
NPIP ideas and the need for vaccination
recommendations to patients at risk.

vaccination.

¢ Providing communication channels.
* Supporting and conducting educational

activities through press organs.

NPIP has been working since 2013 with plenty of interactions
and activities with stakeholders’ of this project
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The most important activities are annual meetings (Flu Forum and Flu
Meeting) of experts, physicians and key stakeholders to present current
recommendations for influenza prevention (last event was organized by

invitation of members of Polish parliament).

The most active and effective in promotion of influenza vaccination health
care workers (HCW), institutions and societies are honored with the Flu

Fighter award.

Up till now a total number of 345 TV spots and 600 radio emissions were
broadcasted (30 hours of the aerial time), 7500 publications addressed to a
public lay were printed, so we conclude that all Polish citizens could have
had the possibility to learn basic facts about influenza and its prophylaxis.

A special attention was played for health care workers (HCW) and
employers (posters, leaflets, information campaign and vaccination actions
during scientific conferences and workshops, several publications (including
guidelines, recommendations, key facts and infographics brochures).

Regular experts meetings
and debating in open
and developing formula

season and give the vaccination
recommendation for coming season

National Program for Influenza Prevention
Expected results

DECISION MAKERS / AUTHORITIES

process of implementation of NSIP.

1. Obtaining involvement of MoH and MSl in the

2. Developing NSIP in a document of a legislative
nature and beginning of the legislative process.

PHYSICIANS

1. Involvement of Scientific Societies in the
implementation of the NSIP — Consensus of SS.

2. The development of communication channels for
the implementation of information campaign.

1. Gaining stakeholders group involved in

governments.

particular employers’ associations and local

1. Vaccination of HCW as a priority in
communication Main Chamber of Physicians.

2. The involvement of medical authorities into
NSIP communication process.

A coherent, substantive communication supported by Authorities

National Informational Campaign

Public service Employers and Local Media campaign Information
employees employees governments addressed to the campaign in
Engagement Ministry Engagement Minister Engagement of local public OUtp_at_ients
of DefeTste, Mlnlstry of of Labour,.er?.ployers gov. associations Press conference Clinics
nterior organizations in Polish Information leaflets
Parlament and posters
Recommendations of
HCW

Establishing and celebration
of National Influenza
Day in Poland

vaccination topic
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In March/April to summaries INFLUENZA ooPoRNI
epidemiological season PREVENTION National Test of
— — ' Influenza
Knowledge
FLU FORUM 2015 SR, e
DOROCZNA DEBATA EKSPERTOW NATIONAL DAY OF '
_ _ INFLUENZA PREVENTION 201 5
o Engaging celebrities | Year of fighting
In September to open vaccination and athletes in the flu AR complications

National actions for

outpatients clinics,

physicians and risk
group patients

‘<%

‘A ,‘/

Many public institutions,
scientific societies
and commercial companies

involved
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Partnerships with
scientific societies,
Health Care Organizations
and publishers
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Collaboration, building common
recommendation, statements,
organizing scientific sessions

conferences

Many books and
guidelines targeted
to specific groups

25 publicated materials
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Communication
activities focused on
the risk patients

Srednio co MINUTE umiera 1 osoba' |

Praed grypa ne ucikniesz:
Po im0 kot
D 2 wrssam pearioym 167 kv

| N
.,
epe— A ¥ -

DIaczego grypa jest grozna? Dlaczego grypa jest grozna? | o Dlaczego grypa jest grozna? (=

3 3 : o - % oy
<M Chersy iy Grysa Twigana jest 2 23 oty warosten
S o gl e bt e

CZY o

| T ———

3

GRYPA GRYPA\ +f q
Dlaczego grypa jest grozna? Dlaczego grypa jest grozna? Dlaczego grypa jest grozna?
e e e 202 & T 32% Sty

One consistent educational campaign supported
by Experts and Partners of NPIP
Creation of the positive, and friendly influenza communication
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Medical Myths Busters
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9 articles,
8 posts on blogs
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Emphasis put on the most

active organizations,
e.g. Municipal Leaders

Rewarding ,champions”
in the battle against flu
FLU FIGHTER AWARDS

150 already awarded

Municipalities

Tyt Flu Fighter
ey a
e Porozumienia Pracodawcow
Ochrony Zdrowia

12 awarded Organizations

Significant widening of Ministry of Health recommendation of
influenza Vaccination.
One of the best recommendations in Europe

Significant increase in number of publication dedicated
to National Program for Influenza Prevention

Stop the downward trend on the influenza market
Low but stable influenza market

over 6 months

Universal recommendations for everyone

11 indicated at risk groups
(6 clinical and 5 epidemiological indications)
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As a result we observe an increasing number of reported influenza cases that may indicate the better awareness of the diseases, but influenza coverage rate is still low
(in season 2016/2017 3,4% in a general population), however, some data suggest that influenza coverage rates among HCW rises (from 6% to 24%).

The National Program for Influenza Prevention became a strategic and a long term project, involving many important stakeholders.
The most important is to use the potential of the trust that has been gifted to the NPIP and develop cooperation with key strategic partners, especially Health Authorities.

Information campaign should be conducted throughout the vear to make the influenza topic constantl

A group of the NPIP Experts should be constantly expanded and activated.
Education of professionals, especially HCW is crucial.
We need to continue those projects that have brought the best results, and propose a new attractive educational solutions and activities to the all target groups.

present in the mind and conscious of la

public and professionals.
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