The Role and the Responsibility of the

Hong Kong Academy of Medicine in the introduction

and utilization of “New” treatment modalities in Hong Kong

Preamble

As a body established by statute to promote, regulate and maintain standards of medicine and medical practice in Hong Kong, the Academy has a responsibility to be concerned with the introduction and utilization of “New” treatment modalities so that the safety and efficacy to the patients is assured.  On the other hand as a promoter of medical development, the Academy should guide rather then stifle medical advances.

In the control of introducing and utilization of New treatment modalities, the Academy must therefore address the following 4 areas:

1. What are our stands and principles?

2. What are our recommendations on how these principles could be promulgated?

3. What role should the Academy play?

4. What constitutes “New” treatment modalities?

The Academy’s Stand and Principles

The Academy stands firm on the principles that the introduction of any “New” treatment modalities should be regulated. This is NOT only to ensure the best for patients’ safety but also as a means to promote medical advances and to protect the service providers.

On this basis the Academy believes that:

1. New modalities of treatment must be properly assessed on the ethical aspects, the efficacy and possible risks

2. Introductions of any “New” procedures must be properly documented

3. Introductions of any “New” procedures must be properly communicated with the patients and their relatives, in particular the possible negative effects and alternative available options

4. There must be facilities and guidelines for regular reporting to a “Regulatory body”

5. There must be facilities for risk management in case of needs

Such principles apply to:

Introduction of “New” treatment modalities in both Private and Public medical services both in institutions and in doctors’ own surgery

How could those principles be promulgated

The Academy recommends that a “Central Regulatory Body” be set up by statute. There should also be a compulsory Ethic Committee under this central body.  This “Central Regulatory Body” could delegate the responsibilities to an approved “in house regulatory body” in institutions.
The Possible Role of the Academy

Together with the 15 constituent Colleges, the Academy will have to take on an advocacy role to influence and motivate the government and the profession to agree and implement the above agreed principles. 

Needless to say, with the expertise of every specialties through our 15 Colleges, the Academy believes that we are the body to provide advice to the proposed Regulatory Body on the possible efficacy and risks of any “New” treatment modalities.

How the proposed Regulatory Body should be set up required detailed deliberation by the Government in consultation with the profession, suffice it to say that the Academy will not shy away from our responsibilities if invited to do so given the legal status.

What constitutes “New” treatment modalities

Regulating “New” treatment should never be seen as to stifle scientific medicine advances. If anything it should be the reverse. As such there should be minimal bureaucracy and maximal flexibilities.

It is imperative therefore that this proposed “Central Regulatory Body” should define what constitutes “New modalities” after thorough consideration and agreement with the profession. 
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