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Participants 

� Network Representatives of Member States (including EFTA Countries): 

Country  Name 

Austria  Peter Much  
Belgium  Luc Vanholme  
Bulgaria  Ana Zdravkova 
Croatia Dražen Kneževic  
Czech Republic  Marie Bleierova 
Cyprus George Krasias 
Denmark  Birgitte Helwigh 
Denmark Birgitte Borck Hog 
Estonia  Jelena Sõgel  
Finland  Saara Raulo  
France  Nathalie Lacour  
France Isabelle Berta Vanrullen 
Germany  Matthias Hartung  
Germany Petra Luber 
Greece  Tzani Myrsini  
Hungary  Anna Luca Vecsei 
Iceland Birgitte Brugger 
Ireland  Fidelma Farrell  
Ireland  Lisa O’Connor 
Italy  Simona Iannetti  
Italy  Veronica Cibin  
Latvia  Tatjana Ribakova 
Lithuania  Ausra Lescinskaite Petrauskiene 
Netherlands  Mauro de Rosa 
Malta Christina Marino 
Poland  Jacek Osek  
Portugal  Maria Fatima Cordeiro Silva  
Romania  Ioana Neghirla 
Slovakia  Marta Bedriova  
Slovenia  Maja Kokalj  
Spain José Luis Sáez Llorente 
Spain  Carlos Valencia Gonzales 
Sweden Elina Lathi  
Norway Merete Hofshagen 
Switzerland Jürg Danuser 
United Kingdom Andrew Frost 
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� Hearing Experts: 

Stefano Morabito* 

� European Commission: 

NA 

� EFSA:  

Biological Hazards and Contaminants (BIOCONTAM) Unit: Frank Boelaert (Chair), Giusi 

Amore, Yves Van der Stede, Krisztina Nagy, Valentina Rizzi, Mirena Ivanova*Maria 

Teresa Da Silva Felicio* and Pietro Stella*. 

Evidence Management (DATA) Unit: Anca Stoicescu (Scientific secretary), Doreen 

Dolores Russell, Mary Gilsenan*, Stefano Cappe*, Alessandro Carletti*, Mario Monguidi* 

and Luca Pasinato*. 

(* attended for specific items) 

1. Welcome and apologies for absence 

The Chair welcomed the participants to the 33rd meeting of the Scientific Network for 

Zoonoses Monitoring Data. New Network Members from the Czech Republic, United 

Kingdom and the hearing expert on food-borne outbreaks from Germany presented 

themselves to the meeting. Also the alternate representatives from Bulgaria, Ireland, 

Malta, the Netherlands and Cyprus were introduced. Apologies were received from the 

Luxembourg representative. 

2. Adoption of agenda 

The agenda was adopted without changes. No further items were added. 

3. Minutes of the 32nd meeting of the Network held on 17-18 March 
2015 

The minutes had previously been agreed by written procedure on 24 April 2015 and 

subsequently published on the EFSA website on 28 April 2015. A pending action point 

from the previous meeting related to a request that the changes introduced in the 

reporting manuals are visible in ‘track changes’. The manuals for 2015 reporting will be 

circulated to the network for consultation in track changes and clean versions will be 

published. 

4. Topics for discussion (first day) 

4.1. 2014 EU Summary Report on zoonoses and food-borne 

outbreaks  

The Chair presented the steps for the production of the 2014 EU Summary Report 

(EUSR) on zoonoses and food-borne outbreaks (FBO) as well as the draft main findings 

of the 2014 EUSR. The Salmonella target verification data inconsistencies disclosed by 

DG SANTE for one Member State (MS) regarding the 2014, 2013 and 2012 monitoring 

data were presented and the impact explained. Published EUSRs need to be corrected 

and re-published, in January 2016. In future, corrections will be implemented in the 

EFSA scientific Data Warehouse including a clear statement indicating the date of use of 

the data presented in the published report. 

Austria asked why there are seasonal peaks of human campylobacter cases in January. 

Switzerland informed the meeting of a study it conducted on the preparation and 

consumption of meat fondue over the festive period as a possible factor. 
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4.2. Zoonoses data analyses results and recommendations for 
improved data collection 

 

a. Salmonella serovars 2010-2014 
 

The analyses carried out and trends results on Salmonella serovar data 2010-2014 were 

presented and discussed. 

 

Austria and Denmark asked why laying hens are not included as a separate matrix, and 

Denmark also requested a breeder’s column. Norway requested improvements to the 

graphical representations and that the number of the positives should be added in the 

maps. Spain explained that they don’t communicate the serovars for all the species: 

suggesting data from antimicrobial resistance (AMR) to be used instead. Germany said 

that data for the different categories of fowl are not comparable while Greece added that 

different animal categories should be presented. Finland made the point about how 

reporting is currently performed (the strain rather than the animal) and that often 

different labs work with prevalence and AMR data. 

 

After discussion the Chair asked the network if they found these analyses of serovars 

useful and whether to continue to include it in the EUSR zoonoses-FBO 2014. The Chair 

asked for a vote by a show of hands. The network agreed that the analysis and results 

should be included in the report. 

 

Finland added that this may overlap with the molecular typing project. 

 

EFSA concluded that a separate matrix for laying hens and breeding hens will be 

considered. The comments of the MSs will be taken into account as much as possible 

before publication of the report. 

 

The Chair further presented the Briefing note “Points of attention for improved data 

collection for the production of the EUSR on zoonoses and food-borne outbreaks 2015” 

and specifically the point ‘Need to improve reporting on non-target Salmonella serovars’. 

This briefing note was provided to the network before the meeting and intended to 

prepare the network for discussing improved future data reporting based on previous 

monitoring results, for those subsets of data where the current monitoring seems not 

informative enough (to augment the understanding of zoonoses). The analyses of the 

2010-2014 data highlighted many important issues possibly biasing the results at EU-

level for the Salmonella serovar distributions. Reporting of non-target serovars is needed 

and encouraged. Based on the monitoring results analysed, the network is asked to 

improve the reporting of Salmonella non-target serovars. MSs are asked to comment by 

30 November 2015 on the briefing note. In future, representative Salmonella serovar 

isolates from approved National Control Programmes, which may include process 

hygiene criteria testing, are required to be tested for antimicrobial resistance and 

serotyped. This should result in greater availability of harmonised Salmonella serovar 

data from pig and cattle populations in future years. MSs were asked if they envisage 

aligning submission of Salmonella serovars monitoring data with these AMR monitoring 

data. 

 

b. Listeria monocytogenes, VTEC and food-borne outbreaks 
 

Giusi Amore presented the main findings for Listeria, VTEC and FBO. Austria suggested 

that for large FBOs it would be interesting to do a comparison of the number of cases. 

Norway and Sweden informed the meeting that they do not test for Listeria in animals 
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and Sweden made the additional point that the low numbers for FBOs can be explained 

by the difficulties in conducting outbreak investigations. 

Denmark and Norway suggested that it should be possible to report to the EFSA 

zoonoses database results of clinical investigations for several zoonoses even when the 

number of the samples tested is unknown. EFSA agreed to consider the feasibility of this 

request. 

Denmark suggested EFSA to include Listeria data reported as ‘suspect sampling’ or 

include in the ‘Sampling strategy’ catalogue the term ‘risk based sampling’ as this is 

often the way monitoring is carried out for Listeria. EFSA promised to have a look at this 

for the next year of reporting. 

 

c. VTEC strains 2010-2014 

Stefano Morabito presented the main findings on VTEC/STEC strains from 2010-2014 

reporting. He outlined the main obstacles, largely related to analytical methods in the 

catalogues, as well as the possible solutions. Norway made a point about grouping 

serogroups when the strain is not in one of the top five serogroups as a reporting option 

while Sweden mentioned testing the same samples with different analytical methods. 

The network should send by email to EFSA by 20 November their proposals for the 

analytical method, grouping the serogroup and suspect sampling. 

d. Echinococcus, West Nile Virus, Q-fever, tuberculosis due to M. 
bovis, Brucella 

 

Yves Van der Stede presented the main findings and suggested recommendations for 

2015 data reporting such as reporting the regional data for foxes for Echinococcus 

multilocularis. He also proposed the removal of the term ‘Unknown’ from the vaccination 

status catalogue for West Nile Virus. 

 

The proposals were discussed on the basis of the Briefing note (provided to the network 

before the meeting) ‘Points of attention for improved data collection for the production of 

the EUSR on zoonoses and food-borne outbreaks 2015’. Reporting of regional, within-

country, monitoring data is needed to augment the usefulness of depicting patterns at 

EU-level for the following zoonoses; tuberculosis due to M. bovis, Brucella, Echinococcus 

multilocularis and West Nile Virus (WNV). 

 

The following agreements were reached. Enhanced business rules for the 2015 data 

validation will be implemented such that when MSs report on Echinococcus multilocularis 

in animals, regional reporting is highly recommended. For WNV regional data reporting is 

requested, but only a warning will be issued in case no regional data is reported. The 

option to report ‘Unknown’ for WNV should be kept. For Q-fever, for the disease to be 

notifiable, case definitions would be needed the diseases as each MS may have different 

requirments. For reporting on Brucella and tuberculosis data (Disease status at regional 

level) the EU legislation recognises MS but also regions or provinces within a MS as 

officially free (OTF, OBF and ObmF). These officially free statuses (OTF, OBF and ObmF) 

of MS and regions are displayed in maps in the EUSR. It is agreed that monitoring data 

submission will be aligned to the same resolution. 

 

4.3. Milestones for the production of the 2015 EU Summary Reports  

The Chair presented the proposed milestones for the production of the 2015 EUSR on 

zoonoses and food-borne outbreaks. These timelines are already agreed on with the 

colleagues from the European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC). As 

requested by the European Commission, EFSA has one month less compared to the 2014 
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EUSR for the production of the report; the 2015 EUSR needs to be published by 

November 2016. 

The Network discussed all timelines and agreed as follows: 

The official opening of the reporting period will commence on 1 April 2016, however the 

Data Collection Framework (DCF) may be available to accept data from the beginning of 

March 2016. The legal reporting deadline is 31 May 2016. Data submitted will be 

validated by MSs through the reports created in Microstrategy. 

EFSA will implement a one-step data validation in 2016 with the following steps: 

• EU summary tables will be displayed in the EFSA’s Document Management 

System (DMS) during April-May 2016 so reporting countries can compare their 

data, 

• 3 June 2016 EU summary tables will be displayed in DMS covered by the data 

submitted by 31 May, 

• 13 June 2016 letters requesting scientific clarifications and/or amendments (if 

needed) will be provided to the MSs, 

• 4 July 2016 EFSA will validate final submitted and corrected data (against a 

number of criteria). After 4 July 2016 data cannot be changed, as the data 

extracted on this date will be used to draft the report. So MSs will have one 

month (3 June – 1 July) to correct any data as needed, 

• It was agreed that the report consultation period will be in the second fortnight of 

October, from 17 to 28 October 2016. 

The network was supportive and positive to the timelines set and asked EFSA to strictly 

adhere to timelines enabling MSs to plan the work at national level. 

Reporting countries were asked by EFSA to anticipate the 2015 data collection and 

validation activities, prioritise the early submission of important subsets of data and 

communicate with EFSA regarding any submission problems as soon as possible. 

4.4. TSE data collection and EUSR  

The Chair informed that EFSA accepted on 28 July 2015 a new mandate from the E. 

Commission on the production of a EUSR on annual Transmissible Spongiform 

Encephalopathies (TSE). This is about TSE data collection that will be taken care of by 

EFSA in the future. The years 2016 (2015 TSE data validation and drafting of the 2015 

TSE EUSR) and 2017 (2016 TSE data validation, drafting of the 2016 TSE EUSR, and 

eventual collection by EFSA of the 2017 TSE surveillance data) are considered 

transitional years. 

5. Topics for discussion (second day) 

5.1. Questionnaire for Enteroaggregative E. coli (EAEC) 

Maria Teresa Felicio Da Silva updated the Network on the self-task mandate on ‘Public 

health risks associated with EAEC as a food-borne pathogen’. A summary of the answers 

provided by MSs to the questionnaire distributed to the Network in 2015 as well as the 

importance of the collected data in the scope of this mandate were presented. The 

Network agreed with the publication of the presented summary as an Appendix of the 

draft Opinion. No further comments were provided. 

5.2. Molecular typing data collection 

Valentina Rizzi provided an update on the activities related to the project on the 

collection of molecular typing data on isolates from food, feed and animal samples. The 

procedure for data analysis was outlined, particularly analysis related to multinational 

outbreaks and the important role of communications within the project. Denmark noted 
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that the structure of molecular data collection and zoonoses are different, therefore the 

data collected for molecular data cannot be used for future analysis in EUSR. EFSA 

explained that the data will be used for outbreak investigations rather than monitoring.  

Sweden indicated that there is a risk of triple reporting: zoonoses, AMR and molecular 

typing. Spain asked if it would be possible that more than one person can be responsible 

at national level for molecular data collection. The UK asked about the pilot stage and 

when other methods and zoonoses might be added to the molecular typing project. 

5.3. Feedback from 2014 data reporting 

Doreen Dolores Russell provided feedback from 2014 data reporting including the main 

issues encountered during the reporting period and possible solutions. 

Reporting countries expressed their appreciation for the support provided and 

congratulated the team for their prompt assistance. Requests were made to EFSA to 

improve reports and provide some training in Microstrategy, including Finland who 

suggested that all data should be visible in the national reports. 

5.4. 2016 Reporting period of 2015 zoonoses and food-borne 

outbreaks data 
 

a. Catalogues 
 

Mario Monguidi presented an update on the management of the catalogues including the 

coding scheme used. He advised the meeting of the workflow for adding new terms and 

the need to refer to the EU Reference Labs (EURL). He asked the meeting participants, 

with a specific example of Cysticercus of Taenia, whether the disease should be reported 
or the parasite. 

 

He advised the meeting that the catalogues will be updated in early 2016 and that a new 

mailbox catalogues@efsa.europa.eu should be used when making requests. 

 

b. DCF data models/Data dictionaries/guidelines 

Anca Stoicescu presented the changes to the reporting of 2015 data that will be included 

in the revised reporting manuals. In particular, she requested feedback about the new 

reporting business rules and any new terms needed for reporting. She advised that a 

new mapping tool has been developed for text forms where previous texts submitted by 

reporting countries will be inserted to assist in the text reporting.  

Austria asked that in the Disease Status model the zoonotic agent should allow the reporting 

of either only Mycobacterium bovis or all species that belong to the Mycobacterium tuberculosis 
complex (MTC). Denmark asked for a clarification on the location of the catalogues in the 

DCF. 

5.5. Reporting to the EU and to EFSA 

Stefano Cappe presented the analysis performed on the data submitted to EC compared 

to data collected using EFSA data models.  

Spain explained that the differences can be attributed to samples collected late in the 

previous year but not analysed until the following year and as such should be considered 

belonging to the year of analysis. Romania added that it has correspondence with the EC 

in which is stated that a sample analysed in the next year can be reported in the 

financial report for the year it was collected. EFSA advised that it would seek clarification 

on this issue and will present a proposal at the next network meeting. 

5.6. EFSA Data Warehouse for zoonoses data collection  
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Luca Pasinato provided an update on the EFSA Scientific Data Warehouse (DWH) project 

and its validation tools in the context of zoonoses. 

Reporting countries asked to be able to view all previous data and to be able to export it. 

Some reporting countries would like to use Microstrategy as a monitoring tool to enable 

the visualisation of data that has been submitted during the reporting period. Germany 

asked for the full list of data as a pdf to complement this request to review all submitted 

data and the UK asked if it would be possible to include regional information and 

sequential reports. 

MSs agreed to provide comments on the current system and their proposals for 

improvement to EFSA by 30 November 2015. 

5.7. Training activities for electronic data transmission  

Anca Stoicescu gave an overview of the training that is offered by EFSA to the reporting 

countries that will have to report electronic data for the first time (apart from AMR data). 

The training will cover the use of the mapping tools, XML file generation, interpretation 

of DCF messages and Microstrategy. EFSA will send a Doodle so that preferred dates can 

be indicated. 

5.8. Scientific cooperation 

Alessandro Carletti presented the scientific cooperation activities with the MSs regarding 

the testing and implementation of the Standard Sample Description version 2 (SSD2) the 

aim of which is to have one common data model to submit data electronically to EFSA. 

He asked what support the reporting countries would need for the implementation of 

SSD2 including training and mentoring. Sweden said it will be a challenge to provide 

sample based data, comparing Trichinella with VTEC for example, due to the big 

difference in number of samples (volume of subset of data). EFSA advised that animal 

populations, disease status and food-borne outbreaks would not be included in SSD2. 

Other clarifications were requested on the contracts EFSA has awarded to ensure 

compliance with the requirements. Requests for support should be sent to the 

zoonoses_support functional mailbox. 

Some reporting countries were not in favour of the introduction of sample based 

reporting and asked EFSA what it would do with the negative data it gets on 

Echinococcus for example. It was agreed to have a full discussion on reporting sample 

based prevalence data at the next meeting. 

5.9. Feedback from breakout group discussion 

The Chair presented the outcome of the breakout discussion groups which were held at 

the 32nd meeting of the zoonoses network on 18th of March 2015.  

6. Any other business  

6.1. Dates for next meetings 

The date for 2016 meeting was presented. Zoonoses and AMR meetings: 24-26 October 

2016.  

7.  Conclusions  

An overview of the main discussions and agreements reached during the meeting was 

presented. The main actions will be shared with the network in the coming days. The 

Chair requested the Network members to complete the evaluation form and to submit 

ideas for further discussion points at future Network meetings. 
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8.  Closure of the Network meeting  

The Chair thanked the Network members for an intensive and productive meeting and 

closed at 13:00, as foreseen in the agenda. 


