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United States–México Border Health Commission 

 

Binational Border Health Research Work Group and Expert Panel Meeting 
 
 

June 4, 2012 
 

San Diego, California 
 

The United States-México Border Health Commission (BHC) convened a meeting of the 

Binational Border Health Research (BHR) Work Group and Expert Panel on Monday, June 4, 

2012, in the Point Loma Rooms of the Kona Kai Resort in San Diego, California.  

 
Welcome and Background 

 

Dr. J. Manuel de la Rosa, BHR Work Group-U.S. Section Co-Chair, called the meeting to order 

and welcomed participants. Dr. Luis Fernando Macías García, BHR Expert Panel member served 

as co-chair for the México Section in representation of Dr. Dora Elia Cortés.  

 

The purpose of the meeting was to update activity plans and begin formulating next steps in 

support of developing a comprehensive borderwide research agenda.  

 

Meeting objectives were identified as follows: 

 Name new BHR Expert Panel members. 

 Review BHC committee reports and take action on pending items.  

 Review proposed plans for a border health journal.  

 Review Healthy Border (HB) 2010/2020 initiative status updates. 

 Develop a BHR Forum work plan.  

 

Dr. de la Rosa provided a historical overview on the establishment of the BHR Work Group, the 

Expert Panel, and related Forum to ensure clarification of each BHC input mechanism and how 

each addresses research issues along the U.S.-México border as follows: 

 

 BHR Work Group 

This work group was established as an ad-hoc group in 2005 in response to an identified 

need for capturing and sharing research conducted along the U.S.-México border. The 

work group consists of BHC members and delegates interested in border research and in 

guiding the plans and actions for the BHC’s BHR Initiative. Currently, there are seven 

work group members (4 U.S. and 3 México).  

 BHR Expert Panel 

Since BHC members and delegates may or may not possess academic research expertise, 

the expert panel was established to fulfill this need, consisting of academic researchers 

identified by BHC-section leadership. In this capacity, expert panel members (currently 

eight total, 4 U.S. and 4 México) serve as subject matter experts on border health issues 

and provide the work group recommendations that ultimately assist the BHC with 

developing a comprehensive borderwide research agenda. In effect, the BHR Work 

Group and Expert Panel work in concert to provide guidance and expertise to assist the 

BHC in— 



 

2 

 

1) Cooperating with other entities involved in border research. 

2) Identifying and promoting sound research methodologies. 

3) Identifying resources to support research.  

The work group is responsible for the work and tasks; the expert panel is responsible for 

the discussion and exchange of ideas. While the expert panel makes recommendations to 

the work group, the work group makes recommendations to the BHC at large. To date, 

the work of the expert panel has included identifying discussion topics to establish 

conjoint programs for conducting research. Those topics and recommendations include 

the following: 

 How is communication achieved? A border health journal has been proposed.   

 How does the BHC know what research is being conducted? The work group and  

             expert panel have worked on cataloging research but have yet to identify a  

             functional database for the border. 

 Under what venues and limitations are citizens protected? Human subject  

             protection is the subject for developing a binational institutional review board    

             (IRB).  

These three topics have served as mechanisms to develop an agenda for healthy people 

on the border, known as the Healthy Border (HB) 2010/2020 initiative. The work of HB  

frames the agenda and topics but also lays the groundwork for financing and identifying  

resources; the IRB, database, and journal are resources to define that agenda. A 

suggestion was made to consider aligning the HB 2020 agenda with research priorities  

from a multi-disciplinary approach and mapping out how to collectively utilize resources.  

 BHR Forum 

 

The forum’s ultimate vision is to develop a comprehensive borderwide research agenda. 

Its purpose statement is as follows: 

To convene academic and research institutions from the U.S. and México and decision-

makers interested in border health to lead long-term coordinated dialogues and actions 

aimed at understanding border health research; identifying the types of research 

performed as well as its applications and implications on policies; and identifying 

financing opportunities, capacity-building, and research priorities.  

 

The BHR Forum is the work group and expert panel’s opportunity to communicate with 

researchers and those interested in research-based policies along the border. While the 

forum’s purpose is distinct, the BHC’s Program Committee has requested the BHR Work 

Group and Expert Panel develop a succession plan that includes specific objectives and 

intended outcomes to ensure the BHC can effectively evaluate its work with respect to 

meeting its mission: improving health and quality of life for border residents.  

 

Following the BHR initiative overview, Dr. de la Rosa noted that while the ultimate research goal 

is clear, the question remains on how to achieve that goal. That is why an evaluation plan needs to 

be coordinated along the work group’s identified themes, taking into account the following 

questions: 

 How is research conducted?  

 Who conducts the research?  

 What types of partnerships are necessary to conduct research?  

 What outcomes are anticipated in terms of the program?  
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Work group and expert panel members identified additional topics for discussion as follows:  

 Focus on border health research issues to assist clinicians and decision-makers through a 

border health journal. 

 Foster strategic journals to publish border research; if a journal is not feasible, mentor 

researchers to publish together. 

 Support international IRB guidelines and processes. 

 Clarify funding processes and resources for research. 

 Communicate work group and expert panel discussions to BHC members.  

 Identify areas where concrete progress has been made to assist with identifying follow-up 

and next steps.  

 Identify expert panel needs and expectations. 

 Guide cultural processes within universities and other research institutions. 

 
Work Group Actions and Updates 
 
Dr. Cecilia Rosales, BHR Work Group member-U.S. Section, made a motion to reinstate Dr. 

Larry Kline, BHC Member-California, as a member of the BHR Work Group-U.S. Section who 

previously served on the work group but did not participate last year.  

 

The motion was approved by general consensus. 

 

Two BHR U.S. Section Expert Panel nominations were identified for consideration as follows:  

 

1) Dr. Michael Young—Associate Dean for Research at the College of Health and Social 

Services, Director of the Department of Public Health Services, and Professor at the 

Southwest Institute for Health Disparities Research, New Mexico State University 

(NMSU), nominated through a formal letter by Dr. Tilahun Adera, Dean of the College 

of Health and Social Services, NMSU. Dr. Young replaces Dr. Jeff Brandon who retired 

from NMSU. 

2) Dr. João Batista Ferreira-Pinto—Director of Research and Special Projects, Director of 

the Center for Interdisciplinary Health Research and Evaluation, and Associate Research 

Professor at the University of Texas at El Paso (UTEP) nominated through a formal letter 

by Dr. Roberto Osegueda, Vice President for Research, UTEP. Dr. Ferreira-Pinto 

replaces Dr. Osegueda who has stepped down.  

 

After Dr. Young and Dr. Ferreira-Pinto provided a brief overview of their research expertise, Dr. 

de la Rosa made a motion to accept them to the expert panel.  

 

Dr. Rosales seconded the motion; the motion was approved.  

 

In reference to the work group, Dr. Jaime León Varela, BHR Work Group member-México 

Section, commented there are four U.S. members and only three México Section members. He 

noted that the membership should be equal since this may impact decisions. Secondly, he 

proposed the work group and expert panel meet throughout the year via teleconference to 

continue discussions and ensure proper follow-up on recommendations and action items.  

 

Discussion ensued on how often the work group and the expert panel should meet and by what 

method. While Dr. Rosales emphasized each group should meet binationally and not separately 
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by section, Dr. Varela still proposed the México Section of the work group meet separately to 

discuss internal operational issues in order to move forward with working binationally. 

 

The full work group agreed to meet monthly via teleconference and request expert panel input on 

a quarterly or biannual basis, as appropriate.  

 

Dr. de la Rosa then reviewed the 2011 BHR Work Group and Expert Panel meeting actions log 

and list of pending plans and actions. He reiterated that one of the pending tasks, as requested by 

the BHC Planning Committee, is to provide specific outcomes and a succession plan. He 

suggested using the journal, database, and IRB topics as the three areas to anchor this request.  

 

Healthy Border 2010/2020 Update 
 
The Healthy Border (HB) 2010/2020 update agenda item was tabled for the BHR Forum 

discussion to provide an opportunity for wider audience input.  

 

Dr. de la Rosa stated the themes and topics discussed by the work group and expert panel should 

align with the proposed topics addressed by HB. As such, the capacity to guide those themes 

would be part of the group’s work in order to provide the BHC recommendations. He also noted 

it is important to identify what this group’s impact will be on HB 2020.  

 

Dr. Rosales stated the HB 2010/2020 binational technical work group is in the process of 

developing HB 2020 objectives. Part of the discussion during the BHR Forum should be 

receiving input from the work group, expert panel, and participants. She reminded the group that 

HB is always on the agenda in order for work group and expert panel members to provide input.  

 

Research Database 
 

During the course of the meeting, establishing a research database became a major topic of 

discussion, ranging from existing databases to financing a database, to identifying other 

stakeholder institutions.  

 

Frank Cantu, Ex-Officio Expert Panel member-U.S. Section, stated existing databases should first 

be identified as well as who is included in them, citing that Dr. Howard Eng, from the University 

of Arizona, previously developed a list of researchers and their research areas and suggested 

following-up with him on its status.  

 

Dr. de la Rosa responded that this attempt was made with the Health Resources and Services 

Administration (HRSA), the Pan American Health Organization (PAHO), and other pipeline 

programs throughout the years and those lists exist, but the difficulty is maintaining and updating 

them.  

 

While the PAHO U.S.-Mexico Border Office maintains a directory of research institutions, it 

does not necessarily include researchers’ names and their areas of expertise. Dr. Maria Teresa 

Cerqueira, Ex-Officio Expert Panel member-U.S. Section, commented that PAHO’s own Border 

Virtual Health Library (BVHL) is effective because each institution has its own databases. As 

such, it is the responsibility of each institution and researcher to update their information. The 

challenge is that not every institution is a BVHL member. The BVHL is specifically for border 

health with two types of libraries: 1) the country library based at the National Autonomous 

University of México and 2) the thematic library housed within PAHO to provide opportunities 

for researchers and universities to share information through links and other mechanisms on 

various public health issues. Becoming a BVHL member entails a short process that requires 

institutions to sign an agreement form with no associated membership costs.   
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Dr. Rosales proposed the institutions represented at the meeting become members and upload 

their information to the BVHL, serving as a first step in establishing a database. The benefits 

include collaborating with institutions horizontally and vertically and increasing communication 

with the BHC.  

 

Dr. Lisa Cacari-Stone, BHR Expert Panel member-U.S. Section, suggested also incorporating a 

regional focus, for example, universities and other research organizations in the Paso del Norte 

region that includes El Paso, Las Cruces, and Juárez, discuss the BVHL with PAHO and the BHC 

to ensure they can build their capacities and organize data more effectively and efficiently.  

 

Dr. de la Rosa proposed the expert panel advise the work group that the BHC recommend 

publication of the library. In the United States, he anticipates these recommendations for 

publication and collaboration go through HRSA, the National Institutes of Health (NIH), and 

universities, but he is not aware of how this would be carried out in México with the Consejo 

Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnología [National Council of Science and Technology] 

 (CONACYT) and others. It was clarified that in México, scientific publications would first go 

through CONACYT, but they can also go through universities because they are autonomous. 

CONACYT is able to suggest public research organizations, but universities do not have this 

ability. El Programa de Mejoramiento del Profesorado [Teacher Improvement Program] 

(PROMEP) is another option since this program works with universities.  

 

Dr. Batista commented on the binational work of the Programa de Investigación en Migración y 

Salud [Research Program on Migration and Health] (PIMSA) through the University of 

California-Berkeley and suggested looking at their methodology and expanding on it.  

 

During the discussion, it was identified that the work group should identify distinct goals and 

definitions to better evaluate progress and areas where additional work is needed. If each BHC 

Section is operating under different goals and definitions, this will impede any progress. As such, 

standardization of definitions was acknowledged as a major issue and a difficult one to achieve 

citing previous binational discussions to identify a common definition of “adolescent” with some 

of the cultural and linguistic challenges therein. 

 

In addition, it was noted that the group needs to consider what type of research should be 

included in a database with the following suggestions:  

 Research conducted in the border region, but only on one side. 

 Single projects carried out in both countries.  

 Research directly related to HB focus areas and objectives. 

 Research conducted by faculty members located only in the border region or those 

outside the region with an interest in the border. 

 

Discussion highlighted additional difficulties with the database as it involves a lot of sub-

categorizing which underscores the need for a border health journal. Using the main points of the 

discussion thus far, Dr. de la Rosa stated the consensus is the work group advise the BHC to 

recommend appropriate groups (NIH, HRSA, CDC, CONACYT, and PROMEP) and individual 

universities subscribe to the BVHL. 

 

Discussions shifted towards identifying resources to support a database.  

 

Dr. Catalina Denman, Expert Panel member-México Section, stated the work group should 

identify research funding opportunities that invite researchers from all institutions and 
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universities to address BHC topics. She cited a previous example in which the BHR Expert Panel 

and Work Group proposed the BHC combine funds from the National Science Foundation (NSF) 

and CONACYT. She suggested reviving this idea and exploring available resources from various 

institutions in both countries to stimulate border research.   

 

Dr. Gudelia Rangel, Ex-Officio Expert Panel member-México Section, stated that in reference to 

the original proposal made several years ago, the México Secretariat of Health, together with 

CONACYT, was able to support this idea in order to stimulate research based on BHC priorities. 

In reference to PIMSA, she noted that this program is funded in part by the México Secretariat of 

Health and CONACYT. Since their main objective is to develop projects and programs, it may be 

a good suggestion to propose this idea to them.   

 

Dr. Christina Rabadán-Diehl, Deputy Director, Office of Global Health, National Heart, Lung, 

and Blood Institute, NIH, commented that the issues addressed thus far are not unique to the 

border; however, if the BHC develops a strategy to address and implement these issues, this 

would set an example for international standards that other countries could follow. She also 

emphasized the importance of identifying common practices and tools that have international 

recognition in order to compare data and research. While this would be a tremendous 

contribution, it would also be a big challenge.  

 

In addition Dr. Rabadán-Diehl commented there are multiple ways to mobilize resources. As an 

example, NIH rarely engages with counterparts in México, but other venues exist in which this 

happens including through joint commission meetings and memorandums of understanding 

(MOUs), but it is not enough to just have MOUs; there must be an implementation plan for it.  

 

Dr. Rosales commented on the flexibility states used to have with their cooperative agreement 

funding in which Arizona and Sonora would announce calls for mini-grants from $2,500-$10,000 

to carry out small binational projects that addressed HB 2010 objectives. This could be an option, 

but the group would have to advocate and educate the U.S. Department of Health and Human 

Services. This would allow that flexibility again or designate the BHR Forum to have that 

capability to execute mini-grants. Some of this work could also be divided regionally and 

completed through the state offices of border health and BHC outreach offices.  

 

Dr. de la Rosa agreed this was a good idea; however, the caveat is to ensure the work is 

accomplished borderwide and is not splintered so each region is conducting work in silos. 

Communication between and among regions is critical.   

 

With varying issues addressed and several recommendations made, Dr. Batista suggested the 

expert panel create a sub-committee to address specific items, including the financing aspect, in 

order to move forward more quickly. In effect, proposals and recommendations would be 

provided to the work group and ultimately the BHC.  

 

Drs. De la Rosa and Rosales agreed. 
 

The discussion resulted with the following proposals and recommendations:  

 Identify existing resources, such as the BHC website, to post binational protocols and 

links to publications focusing on the border which could serve as an incubator for a full 

journal.  

 The work group recommend the BHC carry on a campaign with institutions to help 

universities list themselves on the BVHL and that the institutions represented by the work 

group and expert panel become members of the BVHL. 
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 The work group propose the BHC recommend the Centers for Disease Control and 

Prevention (CDC), NIH, HRSA, CONACYT, PROMEP, and individual universities 

subscribe to the BVHL.  

 Explore and expand on the methodology used by existing binational programs, such as 

PIMSA. 

 Explore joint funding from bilateral groups to stimulate small binational research grants 

in priority areas identified by the BHC. 

 Utilize the U.S. offices of border health and the BHC outreach offices to carry out small 

binational projects that address HB objectives utilizing a mini-grant process. 

 The BHR Work Group and Expert Panel recommend to initiate a proposal for a sub-

committee to discuss definitions and common practices. Whether this committee is part 

of the BHC or another bilateral agency would need to be defined. 

To conclude this discussion, the two main questions addressed thus far were reiterated: 1) How 

can this group build a database? and 2) How can this group promote the database and its contents 

to stakeholders? It was noted the idea of a virtual library was ratified. As such, the next step is to 

address where new information should be published.  
 

Border Health Journal Update 
 

Dr. Pedro Cantú, BHR Expert Panel member-México Section, provided an update on the 

proposed border health journal. Based on the discussions from the 2011 BHR Work Group and 

Expert Panel Meeting and Forum and follow-up discussions with Dan Reyna, former General 

Manager, BHC U.S. Section, Dr. Cantú conducted a feasibility study for producing the journal 

and shared the results.  

 

The topics presented included the journal format, production and publication details, and a 

proposed budget, with the proposed title Healthy Border. The proposal is for a scientific journal 

to be used by the scientific and academic communities throughout the U.S.-México border region. 

 

Dr. Cantú proposed an electronic format available through the Internet with open access, free of 

charge. It would be published in English and Spanish three times a year and focus on research 

themes related to quality of life, health, and the social environment in the border region. These 

overarching themes could be used to ensure indexing, which is a major step to having a 

recognized and respected journal in both countries.   

Dr. Cantú also provided details on the human resources needed to publish the journal which 

would include an editor in chief, an assistant, two designers, information technology specialists, 

two reviewers—one to review English and one to review Spanish submissions—and a binational 

editorial committee. Other resources include graphic design software, computers, and printers. 

The proposed budget included start-up costs to establish the journal for the first two years. Long-

term sustainable funding mechanisms are to be determined.  

The work group and expert panel supported the journal and Dr. Cantú’s proposal. Discussion and 

comments ensued regarding the journal’s feasibility with additional questions raised related to 

various aspects of journal production. Overall feedback and suggestions included the following: 

 Define the BHC’s role in this process. 

 Re-evaluate the proposed title since the Healthy Border initiative already exists. 

 Register the journal in the United States and México since Mexican institutions may not 

recognize it if it is only registered in the United States. 
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 Evaluate information from other journals to identify potential resources and examples of 

processes. 

 Focus on research articles but assess the need for other types, including community 

practice articles. 

 Publish the journal quarterly, if enough articles are submitted—otherwise, consider not 

moving forward with the journal.  

 Consider print versus online publication, language, and indexing issues. 

 Identify alternative financing methods, including pooling resources from other partners, 

like PAHO, that can contribute to the budget. 

 Consider publishing requirements set forth by each country. 

 Identify a “home base” for the journal, considering the BHC central office in El Paso as 

the best option.  

 Consider publishing in PubMed since it is open to the public, noting all NIH-supported 

research and related findings are mandated to be published in PubMed, including any 

collaboration between U.S. and Mexican investigators that is in part funded by NIH. 

Dr. Cacari-Stone made two recommendations where preliminary work had already been 

completed. First, she suggested developing a business plan and concept papers to be shared with 

potential funders such as Health Affairs, a health policy journal based in the United States that 

started from the Project HOPE Foundation. The first step could be approaching foundations for 

funding to develop a “founding plan” that would allow for about three years to develop a 

funding/financing plan. She recommended using the information from the 2011 BHR Forum and 

the discussion at the current meeting as the basis for a two- to three-page concept document. The 

expert panel recommendation to the work group would be that they advise the BHC vet the 

proposal and identify potential funders with Dr. Cantú leading these discussions on behalf of the 

work group and expert panel.  

 

Dr. Cacari-Stone’s second recommendation was to re-introduce contacting other journals. She 

mentioned her previous work with Dan Reyna on contacting journals, including Public Health 

Reports, but was unsure of those discussion outcomes. However, she suggested approaching 

another journal to discuss the possibility of publishing a regular special issue or one special issue 

dedicated to border health and call it Healthy Border to 1) evaluate how the name is marketed; 2) 

identify the mission and objectives for the issue and the editors; 3) identify the process for 

recruiting solicitations and scholarship. Scholarship will provide the opportunity to practice and 

plan for the long term. 

 

Since many issues and suggestions were mentioned for consideration, Mauricio Leiva, Work 

Group member-U.S. Section, proposed a sub-committee be formed to discuss these in more 

detail, specifically in relation to identifying funding opportunities. The work group and expert 

panel supported this suggestion by consensus, in addition to developing a business plan. 

 

Institutional Review Boards 
 

As discussed during the 2011 BHR Forum, any aspect of research that is binational, whether 

researchers from different countries collaborate or the research is conducted in another country, it 

should be accomplished in partnership with counterpart institutions and researchers. This concept 

laid the foundation for the IRB discussion.     
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Dr. de la Rosa referred to the document, IRB Actions for the BHC, identified during the 2011 

BHR Work Group and Expert Panel meeting, to review pending items and as a reminder of issues 

addressed to date.  

 

The Institutional Review Boards in the U.S.-México Border report published by the BHC, and 

available on the website at www.borderhealth.org, has been distributed to chief research officers 

at universities, colleges, and health departments in the four U.S. border states. It was suggested 

the report also be distributed to counterpart universities and research institutions in México.  

 

A media campaign to optimize IRB report distribution was initiated through the BHC’s electronic 

border health bulletin (E-BH), but a suggestion was made to amplify efforts since the work group 

is not aware of E-BH subscribers.  

 

In reference to disseminating the IRB report and translating the report into Spanish, both have 

been completed. However, Dr. de la Rosa stated that in the future, the expert panel needs to 

ensure actions like these are measurable, for example, tracking the number of hits the report 

receives on the website. As of December 2010, the most recently available data given the limited 

tracking system, there were 91 hits for this report on the BHC website. Although the actions were 

completed, they may not have been sufficient to complete the intent of wide dissemination.  

 

It was noted these actions and their impacts demonstrate the BHC’s advantage to comment on 

what the research process should include and the opportunity for this group to guide policy on 

how research is conducted. The remainder of the discussion focused on identifying next steps in 

establishing a binational IRB. 

 

Dr. de la Rosa provided a brief overview of the purpose of IRBs including informed consent and 

procedures followed to recruit participants. He reiterated challenges previously mentioned to gain 

binational IRB approval, mainly delayed timelines and additional paperwork. Noting the BHR 

Forum taking place the following day will include presentations on the legal aspects of IRBs, Dr. 

de la Rosa stated this is the opportunity for the expert panel to provide input on the feasibility of a 

binational IRB, the unique cultural and financial challenges faced by IRBs, and recommendations 

to the BHC about the concept of a bioethics panel.  

 

Dr. Rabadán-Diehl raised several questions for consideration: 

 What is the advantage for investigators to have a binational IRB?  

 Are there any issues already identified that a binational IRB may be faced with and what 

are the potential solutions?  

 Would a binational IRB be accredited?  

She mentioned two NIH initiatives that could answer some questions and serve to identify action 

steps. One initiative is to fund U.S. institutions to develop binational/bi-institutional IRB 

agreement practices and the other, administered through the Fogarty Center, is to build capacity 

for ethics professionals who participate on IRBs. In regards to the latter initiative, she will 

provide Dr. de la Rosa copies of abstracts that can inform competencies for binational IRBs.  

Dr. Eloy Cardenas, Bioethics Research Committee President, Autonomous University of Nuevo 

León, commented on the process for Mexican authorities to approve research. In reference to a 

binational bioethics committee, he mentioned that a Mexican bioethics committee cannot and 

should not approve research taking place in the United States, even if it is being conducted by 

Mexican researchers. However, potential solutions include approval from both the Comisión 

Federal para la Protección contra Riesgos Sanitarias [Federal Commission for the Protection 

against Sanitary Risk] (COFEPRIS) and NIH or other appropriate entities in each country to 

evaluate research protocols. He commented that it is important to identify specific border health 

http://www.borderhealth.org/
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issues for a binational IRB to address, for example, the human genome, rather than broader health 

issues.  

 

In addition to the challenges already identified in establishing a binational IRB, several other 

ideas were identified as follows: 

 Enforce the work of binational IRB members—Ensuring IRB members accomplish their 

objectives is challenging enough within one institution, which, in effect, may not be 

feasible for a binational IRB. However, if group members have specific credentials 

and/or certifications, it provides the group a high level of credibility without some of the 

connotations an IRB carries.  

 Develop an IRB database to better understand how they operate and what is entailed in 

establishing one, which could facilitate research and connect IRBs in each country. 

 Focus on increasing information and awareness and education and training in relation to 

the expert panel’s role in advising the work group and the BHC, citing that many 

researchers do not know what is required in other countries to conduct research. 

Examples to achieve this include creating a matrix of required documents and actions by 

entities in each country, including separate guidelines for biomedical, social science, and 

community-engaged research. The training piece could be developing a video module, 

and each university could elect to use it. 

Dr. Macías suggested implementing a gradual strategy considering the following items: 1) 

specific pertinent ethical criteria required for researchers rather than creating a binational 

bioethics committee, 2) prevention issues, 3) treatment issues, and 4) regulation issues.  

 

Although the BHC has identified guidelines for IRBS in each country as well for joint IRBs and 

disseminated them to various stakeholders, the group acknowledged additional efforts should be 

taken to ensure wider distribution and improve current mechanisms to track who is receiving 

these types of reports and recommendations and how the information is being used.  

 

The second part of the discussion involved differentiating between partnerships and processes. 

The process to conduct binational research is a separate issue from establishing partnerships 

between research institutions. COFEPRIS and the Office of Human Research Protections (OHRP) 

have set processes in each country, but investigators may not know those processes if they are 

trying to conduct research in the other country. A dichotomy exists where investigators are trying 

to respect processes and sovereign rights of each country by identifying the correct processes for 

each country. Conceptually, a joint process could be developed where researchers follow the 

respective country’s protocol where research is to be conducted. 

 

In previous meetings, the group agreed that research conducted in either country should include 

partnering institutions to ensure appropriate protocols are adhered to as required by each country. 

This point was reiterated but also noting it should not be confused with the processes required to 

conduct research, or in other words, creating a binational IRB. This point raised many questions 

and almost as many suggestions to address it. Despite all the challenges and the range of topics 

discussed it was concluded to further explore creating a clearinghouse that directs, triages, and re-

directs which processes to follow rather than creating an additional IRB. 
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Closing 
  
The overall purpose of this meeting was to update activity plans and begin formulating plans for 

the next steps in developing a comprehensive borderwide research agenda. In support of this, the 

BHR Work Group and Expert Panel identified the following action items and recommendations:  

 

BHR Work Group and Expert Panel  

 Schedule monthly work group teleconference and include the expert panel on a quarterly 

or biannual basis, as appropriate, for feedback and input. 

Research Database 

 Identify existing resources, such as the BHC website, to post binational protocols and 

links to publications focusing on the border.  

 Implement a campaign, through the BHC and partner institutions, to help universities list 

themselves on the BVHL and that the institutions represented by the work group and 

expert panel become members of the BVHL. 

 Proposed the BHC recommend NIH, HRSA, CDC, CONACYT, PROMEP, and 

individual universities subscribe to the BVHL.  

 Explore the methodology used by existing binational programs, such as PIMSA, and 

expand on it. 

 Explore joint funding from bilateral groups to stimulate small binational research grants 

in priority areas identified by the BHC. 

 Utilize the U.S. offices of border health and the BHC outreach offices to carry out small 

binational projects utilizing a mini-grant process. 

 Identify a sub-committee to begin discussing definitions and common practices to use in 

developing a database.  

Border Health Journal 

 Recommend a sub-committee of the expert panel further explore identifying feasible 

funding opportunities and developing a business plan to establish a journal. 

Institutional Review Boards   

 Distribute the BHC’s IRB report to Mexican chief researchers and research institutions. 

 Improve efforts to distribute the IRB report and future reports to a wider audience using 

better tracking mechanisms.   

 Explore creating a clearinghouse that directs, triages, and re-directs which processes to 

follow rather than creating an additional IRB. 

 Use copies of abstracts that include competencies for IRB members as examples for 

developing a binational IRB or similar entity should the BHC determine this is feasible.   

 

The following topics were addressed but no actions or recommendations were identified:  

 

HB 2010/2020 Initiative 

 

This agenda item was tabled for the BHR Forum to provide updates on the closeout of HB 2010 

and the development of HB 2020, and to gather input on HB 2020 from a wider audience. It was 

emphasized that this initiative should be driving the topics and themes the work group and expert 

panel address.   
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BHR Forum Work Plan  

 

Due to time limitations and amendments to the agenda, this agenda item was also tabled. It 

remains a pending action item with plans to address it during the next scheduled work group 

meeting. 

 

Throughout the meeting, communication was a recurring theme identified as a critical component 

for the BHR Work Group and Expert Panel, and, ultimately, the BHC, in developing a 

comprehensive borderwide research agenda. Although communication efforts are effective in 

some areas, improvements in all types of communication between and among all stakeholders is 

key to successfully following-up on the actions and recommendations identified.  

 

After summarizing the main action items Dr. de la Rosa and Dr. Macías provided closing 

comments and adjourned the meeting.  
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United States–México Border Health Commission 


Comisión de Salud Fronteriza México-Estados Unidos 
 


Binational Border Health Research Work Group and Expert Panel Meeting 
Reunión Binacional del Grupo de Trabajo de Investigación en Salud Fronteriza 


y Panel de Expertos 
 


Kona Kai Resort 
Point Loma Rooms II &III 
1551 Shelter Island Drive 


San Diego, California 
 


Monday, June 4, 2012/lunes 4 de junio de 2012  
 


 
AGENDA 


 
 
Vision/Visión 
 
Contribute to the development of a comprehensive border health research agenda for the United States – 
México border. Contribuir al desarrollo de una agenda integral de investigación en salud fronteriza para 
la frontera de México-Estados Unidos. 
 
 
Meeting Objectives/Objetivos de la Reunión: 
 


1. Name new Border Health Research Expert Panel members.  
Nombrar a los nuevos miembros del Panel de Expertos de Investigación en Salud Fronteriza. 


2. Review BHC committee reports and take action as appropriate. 
Revisar los informes de los comités de la CSF y adoptar las medidas correspondientes.  


3. Review proposed plans for the Journal of Border Health. 
Revisar los planes y la propuesta de la Revista de Salud Fronteriza. 


4. Review the status of Healthy Border 2010/2020.  
Revisar el estatus de Frontera Saludable 2010/2020.  


       5.  Develop a work plan for the Border Health Research Forum. 
 Desarrollar un plan de trabajo para el Foro de Investigación en Salud Fronteriza. 


 
 
 
 


 
 
 







12:30 pm  Registration/Registro 
 
 
1:00 pm  Welcome/Bienvenida  
 


J. Manuel de la Rosa, M.D., BHC Member-Texas/Miembro de la CSF por Texas   
 
Dra. Dora Elia Cortés, BHC Member-Nuevo León /Miembro de la CSF por 
Nuevo León 


 
 
1:15–1:45 pm Work Group Actions and Updates/Actualizaciones y Acciones del Grupo de 


Trabajo 
 
 Drs. de la Rosa and/y Cortés 
 


• Expert Panel Membership /Asuntos sobre la membresía del Panel de 
Expertos  
 


• BHC Committee Reports /Informes de los Comités de la CSF  
 
 
1:45–2:30 pm Overview of Border Health Research Activities/Visión General  de las 


Actividades de Investigación en Salud Fronteriza   
 
 Drs. de la Rosa and/y Cortés 
 


• IRB Report Actions /Las Acciones del Reporte de IRB  
 


• BHC List of Pending Plans and Actions/ La Lista de Planes y Acciones 
Pendientes de la CSF 


 
 
2:30–2:45 pm Journal of Border Health Update /La Revista Especializada de Salud 


Fronteriza 
 


Dr. Pedro Cantú, Chief Editor, Journal of Public Health, Autonomous University 
of Nuevo León/Editor en Jefe, Revista de Salud Pública, Universidad Autónoma 
de Nuevo León 


 


2:45–3:00 pm Healthy Border 2010/2020 Update/Actualización sobre Frontera Saludable 
2010/2020 


 


Dr. Eduardo González Fagoaga, Coordinator, Border Migration Surveys, College 
of the Northern Border/Coordinador de las Encuestas sobre Migración en la 
Frontera (EMIF), El Colegio de la Frontera Norte 


Marta Induni, Ph.D., Research Program Director, Survey Research Section, 
Cancer Surveillance and Research Branch, California Department of Public 
Health/Directora de los Programas de Investigación, Sección de Encuestas de 
Investigación, Departamento de Vigilancia e Investigación del Cáncer, 
Departamento de Salud Pública de California 


 







Cecilia Rosales, M.D., M.S., Associate Professor, University of Arizona and 
BHC Member-Arizona/Profesora Adjunta de la Universidad de Arizona y 
Miembro de la CSF por Arizona   


Dra. Gudelia Rangel, Coordinator, Comprehensive Strategy for Migrant Health, 
México Ministry of Health and Researcher, College of the Northern Border/ 
Coordinadora de la Estrategia Integral para la Salud del Migrante, Secretaría 
de Salud de México e Investigadora del Colegio de la Frontera Norte (COLEF)  


 
3:00–3:15 pm BREAK/RECESO 
 
 
3:15–6:00 pm Discuss and Develop a BHR Forum Work Plan/Discutir y Desarrollar un 


Plan de Trabajo para el Foro de Investigación en Salud Fronteriza 
 


6:00–6:45 pm  Other Business/Otros Asuntos 


 


6:45–7:00 pm   Next Steps and Closing/Pasos a Seguir y Clausura 


   Drs. J. Manuel de la Rosa and/y Dora Elia Cortés Hernández 


 


7:30–9:30 pm  Reception at the Marina View Terrace/Recepción en Marina View Terrace 
 
 


Border Health Research Work Group  
 


 


U.S. Co-Chair 
 


 


México Co-Chair 
 


 


J. Manuel de la Rosa 
 


 


Dora Elia Cortés Hernández 
 


 


Members  


 


Cecilia Rosales 
 


 


Jaime León Varela 


Will Humble/Robert Guerrero Sergio Piña Marshall/Beatriz A. Díaz Torres 
 


Ron Chapman/Mauricio Leiva 
 - 


 
 


Expert Panel  
 


 


U.S. Panel Members 
 


 


México Panel Members 
 


 


Hector Balcazar Pedro C. Cantú Martínez 
Vidal Balderas Luis A. Carrillo González 
Jill de Zapien Catalina Denman 


John Elder Gerardo Flores 
João Batista Ferreria-Pinto Luz H. Sanin 


Michael Young Rocio M. Uresti Marin 
Lisa Cacari-Stone Luis Fernando Macías García 


 


Ex-Officio Members  


Frank Cantu Gudelia Rangel Gómez 


Maria T. Cerqueira Nelly Salgado 
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J. Manuel de la Rosa 
Co-Chair, BHR Work Group 
Founding Dean  
Texas Tech University Health Science 
Center 
Paul L. Foster School of Medicine 
5001 El Paso Dr. 
El Paso, TX  79905 
 


 
Cecilia Rosales 
Director of Phoenix Programs 
Associate Professor 
University of Arizona 
Mel & Enid Zuckerman College of  Public 
Health 
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4  J U N I O  2 0 1 2 ,  S A N D I E G O ,  C A L I F . ,  E S T A D O S  U N I D O S  
 


PROPUESTA DE REVISTA CIENTIFICA PARA 
LA FRONTERA MEXICO ESTADOS UNIDOS  







¿Qué es una revista científica? 


 La American Library Association (ALA) define la 
revista científica como una publicación periódica 
que publica artículos científicos y/o información 
de actualidad sobre investigación y desarrollo 
acerca de un campo científico determinado. 


  
 Las normas ISO ( International Standardization 


Organization) consideran que las revistas 
científicas son una publicación en serie que 
trata generalmente de una o más materias 
específicas y contiene información general o 
información científica y técnica.  
 



http://www.ala.org/�





Tipología de una revista científica 


 Según (Aguirre Cabrera, 2006) se pueden distinguir dos 
grupos de revistas, las 'académicas- científicas' y las 
'profesionales'. 
 


 El contenido de la revista académica-científica está dirigida 
esencialmente a la comunidad científica y académica. Los 
trabajos pasan habitualmente el proceso de revisión. 
Publican resultados de investigación original, inéditos 
como una contribución al conocimiento.  
 


 La revista profesional está dirigida a una audiencia más 
particular . Su contenido apunta fundamentalmente a dar a 
conocer a su comunidad los últimos avances relativos a su 
profesión 
 
 AGUIRRE-CABRERA, M. 2006. Definición y Gestión de una Revista Científica. I Taller para editores y autores científicos. Chile. CONICYT  







Propuesta para una Revista Científica  
en la Frontera México-Estados Unidos 


 Introducción 
 La presente propuesta pretende es para la edición de una 


Revista Científica dirigida a toda la Comunidad Educativa y 
Científica de la Frontera México-Estados Unidos.  


 


 Objetivo 
 Se creará con la pretensión de “perpetuidad” y se intentara 


ofrecer una publicación que confiera un sello de identidad a la 
región; y se pretende que sea un espacio de encuentro y de 
expresión sobre las investigaciones que se desarrollan en la 
Frontera México-Estados Unidos. 







 Concepto 
 Revista Académica-Científica 


 Formato / Distribución / Característica / Costo-autores 
 Electrónico / Web / Acceso Abierto / Sin Costo 


 Cobertura / Idioma 
 Internacional / Español e Inglés 


 Temática 
 Temas relacionados con la calidad de vida, salud y entorno 


socioambiental en la Frontera México Estados Unidos 


 Destinatarios 
 Comunidad científica y académica de la Frontera México-Estados 


Unidos 


 Periodicidad / ISSN 
 Seriada y Semestral / Por definir (preferencia en Estados Unidos) 


 


Características de la Revista Científica  
en la Frontera México-Estados Unidos 







 Secciones de la Revista 
 Editorial / Artículos Originales / Artículos de Revisión 


 Financiamiento 
 Por definir  


 Recursos Humanos 
 1 Editor en Jefe / 1 Asistente / 2 Diseñador y Formación 


Técnica / 2 Revisores  de Redacción  Español e Inglés /   


 Recursos Materiales 
 Software de Diseño (6 licencias) / 6 Computadoras ( 2 Mac; 4 


PC) / 4 Impresoras /  
 Consumibles  Mensuales 


 


 
 


Características de la Revista Científica  
en la Frontera México-Estados Unidos 







 Domicilio Fiscal 
 Por definir 


 Secciones de la Revista 
 Editorial / Artículos Originales / Artículos de Revisión 


 Comité Editorial por México 
 8 Investigadores  


 Comité Editorial por Estados Unidos 
 8 Investigadores  


 


 


Características de la Revista Científica  
en la Frontera México-Estados Unidos 







PUNTO MEDULAR PARA LA CONCRESIÓN DEL 
PROYECTO EDITORIAL  


 ¿DE DONDE PROVENDRA EL FINANCIAMIENTO 
PARA SOSTENER EL PROYECTO EDITORIAL A 
PERPETUIDAD? 


 ¿CUAL ES LA POSICIÓN POR PARTE DE LA 
COMISIÓN DE SALUD FRONTERIZA MEXICO 
ESTADOS UNIDOS -Sección México y Estados 
Unidos AL IMPULSAR ESTA PROPUESTA EN EL 
PRESENTE Y EN EL FUTURO? 





		PROPUESTA DE REVISTA CIENTIFICA PARA LA FRONTERA MEXICO ESTADOS UNIDOS 

		¿Qué es una revista científica?

		Tipología de una revista científica

		Propuesta para una Revista Científica �en la Frontera México-Estados Unidos

		Características de la Revista Científica �en la Frontera México-Estados Unidos

		Slide Number 6

		Slide Number 7

		PUNTO MEDULAR PARA LA CONCRESIÓN DEL PROYECTO EDITORIAL 






Suggested IRB Actions for the U.S.-México Border Health Commission /
Recomendaciones y acciones para la Comisión de Salud Fronteriza México - Estados Unidos *  


As of 05/12/11


Y:\BHC Operations\Committees\E_BHR\2012\June\Tab 2_Reports and Actions\2.4_Update on BHC IRB Actions Matrix_Final_051211


Suggested Actions Recomendaciones y acciones Status / Estatus


1


Distribute the IRB Report to chief 
research officers at each of the 
institutions of higher education and 
health departments with emphasis on 
those located on the U.S.-México 
border


Distribuir el informe de los Comités de Ética en 
Investigación a los directivos de investigación en cada 
una de las instituciones de educación superior y en 
los departamentos de salud con énfasis en aquellos 
ubicados en la frontera México - Estados Unidos.


Pending / Pendiente


2


Organize a media campagin to 
optimize distribution of the IRB report 
to faculty and clinicians who are 
engaged or may be considering 
engaging in binational research in 
México and the United States. 


Organizar una campaña en los medios para optimizar 
la distribución del informe de los Comités de Ética en 
Investigación a los docentes y médicos, que estén 
participando o consideren participar en la 
investigación binacional en México y los Estados 
Unidos.


Initaited through E-BH and pending 
distribution to all research institutions. / 


Se inició su distribución por medio del 
boletín electrónico y queda pendiente su 
distribución a todas las instituciones de 


investigación. 


3


Disseminate the IRB report using all 
the U.S.-México Border Health 
Commission communication resources 
such as the E-Border Health bulletin 
and the website. When posted on the 
website, it would be critical to track 
the number of "hits" or access events 
to this document to estimate the level 
of report dissemination. 


Difundir el informe de Comités de Ética en 
Investigación mediante todos los recursos de 
comunicación de la Comisión de Salud Fronteriza 
México - Estados Unidos, tales como el boletín 
electrónico de Salud Fronteriza y el sitio web. Cuando 
se pongan en el sitio web, sería fundamental rastrear 
el número de "hits" o eventos de acceso a este 
documento para estimar el nivel de difusión del 
informe.


COMPLETED. Report released via E-BH and 
posted on website on December 7, 2010. 
As of December 2010, there were 91 hits 
on the BHC website accessing this report. 
/ CONCLUIDO. El informe fue publicado en 


7 diciembre de 2010 y distribuido por 
medio del boletín electrónico. A diciembre 


de 2010, se registraron 91 visitas en el 
portal electrónico de la CSF.


4


Secure English-Spanish translations of 
the IRB report to facilitate the 
discussion of this document among a 
broad group of Mexican colleagues, 
including undergraduate and graduate 
students, health providers, and health 
staff. 


Asegurar las traducciones Inglés-Español del informe 
Comités de Ética en Investigación en la Frontera 
México-Estados Unidos: Protocolos y prácticas 
actuales  para facilitar la discusión de este 
documento entre un amplio grupo de mexicanos, que 
incluya a estudiantes de licenciatura y postgrado, 
profesionales de la salud y personal sanitario.


COMPLETED. English released December 
7, 2010. Spanish released May 2011. / 


CONCLUIDO. La versión en inglés se 
publicó el 7 de diciembre de 2010. La 


versión en español se publicó en mayo de 
2011. 







Suggested IRB Actions for the U.S.-México Border Health Commission /
Recomendaciones y acciones para la Comisión de Salud Fronteriza México - Estados Unidos *  


As of 05/12/11
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Promote collaboration among 
academic institutions to discuss 
protection of human subjects at the 
binational and transnational level. 
México's CONACYT and the U.S. NIH 
should develop and establish 
guidelines for joint IRBs. 


Promover la colaboración entre instituciones 
académicas para discutir la protección de los sujetos 
humanos a nivel binacional y transnacional. El 
Consejo Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnología (CONACYT) 
y los Institutos Nacionales de Salud (NIH por sus 
siglas en inglés) de Estados Unidos deberán 
desarrollar y establecer directrices para Comités de 
Ética en Investigación mixtos.


To be addressed at the 2011 BHR Forum. / 
Será abordado durante el Foro de 


Investigación 2011.
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Promote the exchange of experiences 
between Mexican and U.S. researchers 
about IRB frameworks and operations. 
This exchange should cover aspects 
such as enforcement and monitoring of 
protection of human subjects in 
binational and transnational projects. 


Promover el intercambio de experiencias entre 
investigadores mexicanos y estadounidenses sobre 
los marcos de trabajo y operaciones de los Consejos 
de Revisión Institucional. Este intercambio debe 
abarcar aspectos como el cumplimiento y la vigilancia 
de la protección de los seres humanos en proyectos 
binacionales y transnacionales.


To be addressed at the 2011 BHR Forum. / 
Será abordado durante el Foro de 


Investigación 2011.


7


Promote the organization of 
conferences among universities and 
research centers located along the U.S.-
México border to begin discussion of 
current U.S. and México IRB protocols 
and practices and the possibility to 
develop and establish guidelines for 
joint IRBs. 


Promover la organización de conferencias entre las 
universidades y centros de investigación ubicados a 
lo largo de la frontera México-Estados Unidos para 
iniciar un diálogo sobre los actuales protocolos y 
prácticas de los Comités de Ética en Investigación en 
México y Estados Unidos, así como sobre la 
posibilidad de desarrollar y establecer lineamientos 
para Comités de Ética en Investigación mixtos.


To be addressed at the 2011 BHR Forum. / 
Será abordado durante el Foro de 


Investigación 2011.


* Listed actions are from the BHC report "Institutional Review Boards in the U.S.-México Border" released December 7, 2010.  
* Las acciones listadas son parte del reporte de la CSF "Comités de Etica en Investigación en la frontera México-Estados Unidos" publicado el 7 de 
diciembre de 2010.  
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APPENDIX E 


 
Acronyms List 


 


 


BHC – U.S.-México Border Health Commission 


 


BHR – Border Health Research 


 


BVHL – Border Virtual Health Library 


 


CDC – Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 


 


COFEPRIS – Federal Commission for the Protection against Sanitary Risk (Comisión 


Federal para la Protección contra Riesgos Sanitarias) 


 


CONACYT – National Council of Science and Technology (Consejo Nacional de 


Ciencia y Tecnología) 


 


E-BH – Electronic Border Health Bulletin 


 


HB – Healthy Border 2010/2020 Initiative 


 


HRSA – Health Resources and Services Administration 


 


IRB – Institutional Review Board 


 


MOU – Memorandum of Understanding 


 


NIH – National Institutes of Health 


 


NMSU – New Mexico State University 


 


OHRP – Office of Human Research Protections 


 


PAHO – Pan American Health Organization 


 


PIMSA – Research Program on Migration and Health (Programa de Investigación en 


Migración y Salud) 


 


PROMEP – Teacher Improvement Program (Programa de Mejoraramiento del Profesorado) 


 


UTEP – University of Texas at El Paso 


 


 





