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Background
 Therapeutic innovation continues to grow as new
therapies enter clinical practice.
 Increased survivorship is transforming the approach from
acute treatment to chronic disease management.
 This has resulted in a change of focus to total patient care
encompassing QoL issues and patient preferences or
Values.
 There is pressure for better access to affordable &
effective cancer treatments and a growing call for Value in
cancer drugs.
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Clinical Algorithms, Clinical Pathways, Affordability, RWE
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The Challenge
Defining, Measuring & Weighing “Values” as they apply to new
oncology drugs is a challenge faced by many stakeholders with
different interests.
 Patients: Have the most vested interest.
 Advocacy groups: Equal and timely access to effective treatments to
improve patient outcomes.
 Physicians: Treatment options for best outcome.
 Healthcare providers: Best treatments within their system and budget.
 Regulators: Fairness and diligence in assessing the risk/benefit ratio
according to their methods of appraisal.
 Government agencies: Policy and direction on best spending practices
to ensure overall population good health.
 Third-party payers: Best value from available funds
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when covering prescription choices.

What is
Value?
 VBM is more than managing drug costs, it is part of a broader debate on
access to treatment that includes differing stakeholder expectations on value
in cancer care in general.
 There is also a shift from a product-oriented approach, rooted in science and
efficacy, to a broader assessment that includes pharmacoeconomics,
therapy management, compliance issues and patient QoL.
 New approaches are developing to address this issue, but do they truly
account for what patient’s value?
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Cancer Patient Group Input
In Canada, cancer PATIENT GROUP INPUT is reviewed by pERC (pCODR
Expert Review Committee) as part of the deliberative framework when
assessing a cancer drug for reimbursement.

CLINICAL
BENEFIT

ECONOMIC
EVALUATION

pERC’s Deliberative Framework
for drug funding
recommendations focuses on 4
main criteria:

ADOPTION
FEASIBILITY

PATIENTBASED VALUES
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Review Identified 7 value frameworks
• All frameworks aim to provide an objective assessment of the
value of anti-cancer therapies, but vary in their definition of
value, methodology, target audience, and stage of development.
• Similarities of the frameworks include:
– assessing treatment value in a transparent and objective manner,
– safety and clinical efficacy being vital elements,
– patient preference and quality of life not being included or given much weight.

Differences include: stage of development, target audience,
methodology, and value dimensions and items.
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Comparison of 7 Value Frameworks; target audiences, key points of critique
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Framework Tool and Value Items
= included in algorithm/calculation
= shown for information or comparison purposes
= not included or shown
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The Patient Values Project
The CCAC is embarking on a Patient Values Project (“PVP”)
to better define, measure and weigh patient Values in cancer
treatment.
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Description and Purpose
The Patient Value Project aims to better define, measure and incorporate
patient preferences in CRC into the evaluative HTA framework for cancer
drug approval and then apply it to other disease sites both in Canada and
in other countries.
The Patient Values Project will be conducted in three phases:
Phase 1 Patient preferences and values survey.
Phase 2 Analysis of the Preferences captured in the survey to identify key
metrics and assign a weight to different attributes and levels.
Phase 3 Framework design and validation to become part of the panCanadian Oncology Drug Review (pCODR) decision making and
health technology assessment process.*
*pCODR is a pan Canadian oncology drug health technology assessment (HTA) review division of the Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologies
in Health (CADTH) that evaluates oncology drugs exclusively. The pERC is responsible for assessing the clinical value and cost-effectiveness12
of
cancer drugs submitted for reimbursement.

Thank you to our Partners!
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