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(Agreed on 20 May 2016) 

Participants 

 Network Representatives of Member States (including EFTA Countries): 

                                                           
 

Country  Name1  

Austria  Elke Rauscher-Gabernig 

Belgium  Apologises 

Bulgaria  Emil Simeonov 

Cyprus  Eftychia Christou 

Croatia Sandra Bašić 

Czech Republic  Irena Rehurkova 

Denmark  Jens Hinge Andersen 
Louise Grønhøj Hørbye Jensen 

Estonia  Kadi Padur 

Finland  Johanna Suomi 

France  Jean-Cédric Reninger 

Germany  Eva Scharfenberg 

Greece  Leonidas Palilis 

Hungary  László Mészáros 

Ireland  Eileen O’Dea 

Italy  Michele De Martino 

Latvia  Dzintars Zacs 

Lithuania  Agnietè Grušauskienè 

Luxembourg  Nathalie Welschbillig 

Malta  Apologises 

Netherlands  Jacqueline Castenmiller 

Poland  Andrzej Starski 

Portugal  Maria Antónia Calhau 

Romania  Ioana Madalina Georgescu 

Slovakia  Angela Světlikova 

Slovenia  Marko Luci 

Spain  Victoria Marcos Suárez (via web-conference) 

Sweden David Foster 
Petra Fohgelberg 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Croatia
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 Hearing Experts  

Mafalda Filipe: DTU (on web-conference for item 4.5), Eleni Ioannou-Kakouri (for items 4.6, 
4.8)  

 EFSA:  

Evidence Management Unit: Francesco Vernazza (Chair), Doreen Dolores Russell 
(Scientific Secretary), Enikő Varga, Stefano Cappè, Ilaria Magliano, Adriano Di Pasquale 
(participated in agenda points 4.2 and 4.3), Francesca Riolo (participated in agenda point 
4.9), Alessandro Carletti (participated in agenda points 4.10, 4.11 and 4.12), Mario Monguidi 
(participated in agenda point 4.17), José Ángel Gómez Ruiz (participated in agenda point 
4.19. 

Legal and Regulatory Affairs Unit: Citlali Pintado (participated in agenda point 4.7). 

Finance Unit: Sosanna Tasiou (participated in agenda point 4.13). 

1. Welcome and apologies for absence. 

The Chair welcomed the participants to the 10th meeting of the Network on Chemical 
Occurrence data. As a number of attendees were attending this network for the first time a 
short tour de table was undertaken. 

Apologies were received from the Belgium and Malta representatives and from Thomas 
Wenzl of the JRC-Geel. 

2. Adoption of agenda 

The agenda was adopted without changes. 

United Kingdom  Rob Woods 
Alan Dowding 

Norway Per Bratterud 



  

 

 Page 3 of 10 

 

3. Agreement of the minutes of the 9th meeting of the Network on Chemical 
occurrence data held on 11-13 November 2015, EFSA - Parma 

The minutes were agreed by written procedure and published on the EFSA website on 19 
February 2016. 

4. Topics for discussion 

4.1 The EFSA Scientific data warehouse: status update and the 2016 
implementation plan 

Stefano Cappè (DATA Unit) updated the Network representatives on the state of play 
with respect to the EFSA S-DWH (Scientific Data Warehouse). He indicated that 
2016 represents the final phase of the project and updated the network on the status 
in relation to the implementation plan for 2015. He added that in 2016 an important 
development envisaged in the S-DWH would be the capability to track the data used 
in EFSA scientific opinions. However, as a cautionary note, he advised that a 
feasibility study will be also performed to verify to what extent this requirement can be 
supported since certain technical issues are already known. He advised that the 
network will be kept up to date on the progress of this task. 

4.2 The EFSA Scientific data warehouse: needs for refresher training  

Adriano Di Pasquale (DATA Unit) introduced the network to the logical architecture 
and the main functionalities of the S-DWH. 

4.3 The EFSA Scientific data warehouse: managing data access 

Adriano Di Pasquale updated the network representatives on the current situation 
with regard to the access rules to the S-DWH, explaining the main stakeholder 
groups and their rights with respect to data visibility. In particular, he reminded the 
network of the Circle of Trust pilot initiative: namely those members of the Circle of 
Trust are data providers who have agreed to share their occurrence data with the 
other Circle of Trust members. 

A live demonstration of the S-DWH was conducted, aimed at providing refresher 
training for the network representatives. The WEB interface was presented to the 
network and its main functionalities demonstrated. Referring to this demonstration 
and in order to gauge the extent of the networks’ familiarity with the tool the Chair 
asked the participants for their experience of navigating the system. Most of the 
participants indicated that they have already accessed the S-DWH WEB interface. 

EFSA then demonstrated how to export data in Excel format or in plain format and 
also how to perform customised elaborations with the data. A new functionality was 
presented, the “Microstrategy Microsoft Office plugin” to illustrate how this tool can be 
used to link reports directly into Excel or PowerPoint. 

The importance of using the S-DWH to test and improve the robustness of the 
system was highlighted by France, with examples of possible needs for improvement. 
Italy asked about extending some of the functionalities of the system. EFSA 
responded to this request saying that other features can be added but more time will 
be needed to enable some configuration of the system. At present, the priority is to 
complete the scheduled implementation plan before considering the addition of 
further functionalities to the S-DWH. 

Cyprus encouraged all the network members to start using the S-DWH to gain 
experience of using the system. EFSA emphasised this point reminding the network 
that data in S-DWH can be accessed in three main ways: 

o utilising the S-DWH WEB interface, 

o utilising the “Microstrategy Microsoft Office plugin” and  
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o utilising the “export in text plain format” functionality to perform customised 
elaborations at data providers’ access level. 

Denmark asked if the S-DWH can conduct data cleaning: EFSA said that there is a 
way to export the cleaning codes but it would need to employ the DCF (Data 
Collection Framework) in this activity. Denmark also raised a question about the 
frequency of data uploads in the system. EFSA informed the network that it plans a 
new release which is expected to result in daily uploads. 

4.4 Sharing raw chemical contaminant and additive data with WHO 

Enikő Varga (DATA Unit) explained the background to the data cooperation 
agreement between EFSA and WHO. She described how the sharing of data is 
realised through this cooperation framework, the changes that are now in place 
compared to the original agreement and also described the current procedure for 
submitting the data to WHO. The most recent requests for data from EFSA concern 
Marine Biotoxins and Pesticides.  

All network representatives were asked in turn to provide the position of their 
respective MS on sharing data on Chemicals and Additives. A number of the 
representatives indicated that they would need to go back to the data owners to 
provide an answer to the question. The feedback from this initial consultation will be 
sent to the network. Ireland asked for further information about the data elements that 
can be shared emphasising that manufacturers and brand names should be not be 
disclosed. Ireland also made a request for the creation of a general agreement about 
data sharing. 

EFSA also displayed the template used to share data with the WHO and the 
elements (around 20) included, also highlighting that aggregated data is not shared. 
Cyprus asked for the template to be provided to the Network and EFSA agreed to 
circulate it with the draft network minutes. 

4.5 Exploiting the EFSA Scientific data warehouse for data to support 
scientific projects 

Mafalda Filipe from the DTU (Danish Technical University) joined the meeting by 
teleconference to present her work in relation to arsenic. She explained the health 
risks of organic and inorganic arsenic, the foods that can be contaminated and 
sources of contamination and the associated diseases together with an estimate of 
the health burden. The use of data available for this project as a consequence of the 
Circle of Trust initiative was highlighted. 

Cyprus asked for further information about the model that was used to conduct the 
exposure assessment. The Chair requested that an update on the progress of the 
study could be presented at a future network meeting and encouraged the network to 
disseminate information to their own networks and contacts about how data available 
in the S-DWH can be a source of information for research projects. 

4.6 Data Access: Proposals and discussion on data elements that could be 
made public 

Eleni Kakouri, who was invited as hearing expert to support the discussion on data-
sharing, introduced the discussion on those reported data elements that could be 
made public as a matter of routine, within the scope of open data. She indicated that 
there are several legal and transparency reasons why relevant data should be 
opened up to all public stakeholders. As part of this effort to identify the data 
elements that could be routinely available she conducted a written consultation with 
the network to obtain their views and opinions. The responses and comments 
expressed by 20 network countries who expressed an opinion were reported back to 
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the meeting to enable the network to formulate their views in preparation for the 
breakout session to further consider this issue – see agenda item 4.8. 

4.7 Data Access, on-going PAD (public access to documents) requests 

Citlali Pintado (LRA Unit) provided an update on the PAD requests received by 
EFSA. The network was reminded of the legal background and framework to the 
access to documents requests. The status of a current PAD request for which a 
consultation with Member States data providers was launched, was also mentioned 
together with a similar new request. 

EFSA clarified that the public access to documents Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001 
applies to all the institutions, agencies and bodies of the EU, while individual MSs 
have their own legislation regarding freedom of information. EU institutions, agencies 
and bodies are required to provide compelling justifications, such as commercially 
sensitive information, to support their decisions not to share data. 

MSs commented on deadlines in addressing received PAD requests as need to 
consult with the national data providers. EFSA acknowledged the necessity of taking 
MSs’ time constraints into account adding that the PAD Regulation requires a request 
to be responded to in 15 working days. 

4.8 Breakout session: viable solutions for data access 

In order to further consider possible resolutions for data access the network were 
divided into 3 groups to discuss the data elements and identify a draft structure for a 
possible public database. 

The outcome and recommendations of the discussion groups was summarised and 
presented by Enikő Varga. While a set of data fields was common to all breakout 
groups, for other fields no agreement was reached for their inclusion in the database. 

The focus of discussion was mainly on the opportunity to include fields that are rarely 
filled, as they are not representative or misleading in the interpretation of the data.  In 
relation to this, a specific discussion was on the dates: the sampling year is always 
present while the production date and the expiry date are very rarely reported leading 
to one of the groups to propose to use the sampling date only. Regarding the text 
fields in the datasets and in line with the result of the consultations previously carried 
out with the MSs, the starting proposal was to exclude all of them because they 
potentially undermine the protection of commercial interests of natural or legal 
persons. EFSA suggested sharing all the data fields used in the production of EFSA’s 
scientific output and include also the other fields where the information is normally 
reported and unambiguous. The sampling year should be present, while the other 
non-filled dates might be initially excluded so as not to populate the database with 
empty fields. 

Ireland suggested that all suspect sampling records should also be removed to avoid 
distorted statistics. Norway suggested an alternative approach and to consider what 
to exclude from the full data rather than what to include. Guessing what data could be 
of public interest is not feasible since the use the public will make of the data is not 
known a priori. Denmark added that there are two questions to be addressed: what 
data owners say we can share and how to decide on what to share with the public. 
Ireland added that open data is the future and it is a positive aim but lack of in-place 
data quality could potentially be commercially harmful. The UK indicated that 
including the year of production can be interesting for samples with high levels of 
contamination and Cyprus noted that it is important to consider which fields contain 
sensitive information.  

As the conclusion of the discussion, EFSA proposed to compile the common 
proposal resulting from the discussion groups and submit it to the network together 
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with a more extended proposal. The network will then be asked to choose the draft 
proposal to submit for the approval in their respective Member State. 

4.9 New workflow for data approval and the new business rules engine 
based on GDE2: what’s changing from last reporting season 

Francesca Riolo (DATA Unit) presented an overview of the new GDE2 (Guidance on 
Data Exchange version 2) workflow in the DCF. She described that in the new 
workflow, messages replace what were formerly DCF transmissions and the process 
of file format checks and metadata validation together with the enhancements to the 
business rules. She showed the steps to data becoming valid, submitted and 
accepted in the DWH. The new workflow, via the unique identifier, enables the 
amendment/correction of individual data elements without the need to upload a 
complete new file. 

EFSA agreed to allow Norway access to the pilot data submission in SSD2. Ireland 
asked for the location of the business rules for each data domain. EFSA replied that 
once the business rules are available they can be downloaded from the DCF, and 
demonstrated this using the example of zoonoses business rules available in 
workflow 2. EFSA confirmed that the new workflow for chemical contaminants will be 
implemented in 2016. 

4.10 The concept of providing feedback in data collection; the new SOP and 
feedback report 

Alessandro Carletti (DATA Unit) explained what happens to data after it is in a valid 
status in the DCF. He described the procedure of asking for feedback from data 
providers on the validation reports and data overviews that are sent by EFSA when 
the data has been subject to the second validation performed by EFSA. He 
introduced the concept of the validation reports being available in Microstrategy. 

Enikő Varga presented some proposals for the data elements to be included in the 
validation reports. These proposals will be circulated to the network with the draft 
minutes but she welcomed preliminary opinions on the proposals from the network. 

Ireland asked for the inclusion of high level information by occurrence group and by 
year. A further suggestion was to receive information on the files that never reach the 
accepted status and also reports on the data that has been excluded. The 
importance of data quality was strongly emphasised. EFSA clarified that decisions on 
the exclusion of data are made by the scientific working groups and are outside the 
remit of data management.  

4.11 Status report on the SSD2 pilot projects  

Alessandro Carletti updated the network on the progress of the SSD2 (Standard 
Sample Description version 2) pilot project. He also presented a data comparison 
between SSD1 and SSD2 using comparable data. This exercise indicated a high 
level of consistency among the data elements. 

Germany asked how the comparison between FoodEx1 with FoodEx2 was 
performed. EFSA replied that it is currently done by hand adding that EFSA is 
finalising work on mapping FoodEx2 to FoodEx1 and vice-versa. 

A number of the countries participating in the project contributed to the progress 
report. Spain gave a presentation to the network on the implementation of a 
computer application fulfilling SSD2, general plus specific requirements and data 
exchange rules. The main issues encountered during this work were outlined to the 
meeting as well as the progress made. Cyprus presented the work conducted to date 
in its progress report. The challenges they encountered included the additional 
elements needed for reporting VMPR (Veterinary Medicinal Products Residues) 
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mandatory and dependant mandatory fields. In addition the overlap between data 
reported for VMPR, chemical contaminants and pesticides was indicated. EFSA 
confirmed that for the purposes of the pilot project it is acceptable to have the overlap 
and thus double transmissions are not erroneous. 

Germany gave a progress report on its involvement with the pilot project and also the 
main issues and challenges met. Some recommendations/requests were made 
including the distribution of SAS data validation procedures, updating and early 
publication of documents and establishment of a working group on data 
management. Norway and Sweden strongly supported the idea of creating a data 
manager’s working group. EFSA was in favour of a proposal though it could be 
difficult to realise at present taking into consideration that the different data domains 
are not fully aligned and some data collection networks have a greater scientific 
emphasis while others are more focused on data management. Croatia asked 
clarifications about the advantage of using compound fields (such as FoodEx) 
instead of different hierarchies. EFSA explained that compound fields allow flexibility 
in the use of the terminology while keeping all the terms in a single catalogue. 

Denmark presented a progress report on SSD2 VMPR pilot and main challenges. 
This covered the background to the arrangements for data reporting at national level, 
organisational structure reporting, data extraction and transformation of data from 
LIMS to EFSA language. The main difficulties were also reported including moving 
from SSD1 to SSD2 data. A recommendation is that EFSA improves coordination in 
relation to the catalogues such as the PARAM catalogue of substances from 
chemicals, pesticides and VMPR as well as the MATRIX catalogue. Croatia 
requested a database containing all the MRLs (maximum residue limits) to be made 
available. On this latter point EFSA said that each network country should request 
the EC to share this information with EFSA so that a database can be created and 
maintained. 

4.12 The process of monitoring data quality 

Alessandro Carletti provided the network with an update on data quality. He said that 
draft KPIs (key performance indicators) have now been developed for certain areas. 
He also said that data quality objectives have been defined for certain data 
collections and the timelines for the data quality report and dashboard on 
Microstrategy agreed. The proposal for quality KPIs will be available by June 2016. 

EFSA proposed to create an electronic working group of the network to discuss and 
revise the quality KPIs with respective data managers in each data domain. The 
outcome of this cooperative effort would be a final proposal of quality KPIs to be 
discussed and endorsed in the October meeting of the Network. The following 
participating countries offered to be part of the group to look at KPIs from June 2016: 
Cyprus, Austria, Denmark, Germany, Ireland, the Netherlands Norway, Portugal, 
Poland, Romania, Sweden, Italy, France, Spain and the United Kingdom. 

 

8 April 2016  

5. Welcome and apologies for absence 

The Chair welcomed all participants to the second day of the meeting 

6. Topics for discussion 

6.1 Improving Data: From contracts to partnership 

SosannaTasiou (FINANCE Unit) outlined the background to this innovative proposal, 
which is to establish a strategic partnership agreement with each MS, and how this 
resonates with the EFSA 2020 Strategy. The mutual benefits of the proposal were 
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described particularly the role of the data steward in each MS and their contribution 
towards data quality improvements. 

If the proposal receives the green light a pilot phase will be launched late in 2016 for 
a12 month duration and involving five MSs. The outcome of pilot phase will be vital in 
defining and refining the project terms of reference. 

Norway welcomed the proposal adding that it reflects what they are trying to do. 
Norway’s point was endorsed by Ireland who asked about for a clarification on the 
co-financing arrangements and limits. The proposal to include a role for the EFSA FP 
(focal points) as coordinators of the partnership was also explored, and EFSA 
concurred that the function of this role would need to be refined. One idea was linking 
the focal point function with each data steward, which could be complemented by 
linking to a data management network. Ireland asked about the creation of regional 
consortia which EFSA confirmed it had discussed. Further clarifications were sought 
such as the necessity for all the national partners to be on EFSA’s Article 36 list and 
the costs to be detailed or not. EFSA responded that details of costs will not be 
requested and the grant value will be linked to data quantity and cost of living 
indicators. Ireland asked if a minimum level of KPIs intend to be specified in the 
agreements and EFSA responded that these will be selected and prioritised in the 
contracts. 

Cyprus welcomed the role of the FPs in the proposal as a positive for the co-
ordination role as well as providing a linkage between data collection and the 
Advisory Forum. On this point, Portugal was concerned that neither the FP nor the 
Advisory Forum member are responsible for data transmission so practically how can 
the FP oversee this activities. EFSA replied that the aim of the project is to create a 
consortium at national level which would be co-ordinated at national level. EFSA also 
emphasised that the role of data transmission will be a competence of the data 
steward, a role different from the focal point. In addition, EFSA also anticipate this as 
a good opportunity for improving coordination activities within each of the MSs. 

6.2 Support for using FoodEx2 in the reporting of SSD1 data 

Mario Monguidi (DATA Unit) described the progress made on the objective of 
reporting products from the FoodEx2 catalogue into SSD1, including the timeline for 
introduction. He elaborated that in order to use FoodEx2 in SSD1 data a mapping 
was needed and this activity is now complete. Where there is a perfect match 
available this was done when possible but when it has not been possible additional 
rules have been introduced. Examples of each of these scenarios were presented to 
the participants to illustrate direct and indirect mapping. To progress this proposal of 
a hybrid SSD1 – FoodEx2 data model was outlined. The network members were 
asked to contact EFSA in case they would want to use FoodEx2 in SSD1. 

Denmark asked EFSA if it would be possible to distribute updates when a new 
FoodEx2 release is done and EFSA suggested subscribing to the community or 
request to be included on the distribution list. Ireland also noted that it finds it difficult 
to keep informed of the annual updates and asked if reported data should include 
both the FoodEx1 and FoodEx 2. EFSA replied that it should only be one of the 
FoodeEx versions but suggested that even though the mapping has been done it is 
better to report FoodEx1 when using SSD1. 

6.3 SSD2 data reporting – Proposed timetable for moving to SSD2 from 
SSD1 

Stefano Cappè presented the proposed roadmap for moving from SSD1 to SSD2 
advising that the guidance on SSD2 stated that for parallel reporting the timeframe 
should have been as brief as possible. Specifically in the guidance on SSD2 a 
specific recommendation stated that SSD2 should be implemented by 2018. This 
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schedule had to be revised after the presentation of the SSD2 to the networks in 
2013 as some networks asked to start a pilot to evaluate the impact of the updated 
standard. The pilot was started in 2014 but it is still running. He presented how the 
data collections should have been performed in 2016, where SSD2 was requested 
only for the data collection involved in SSD2 pilot and the prospective timetable for 
2017, where he anticipated that data in SSD2 could be accepted. He emphasised 
that in 2017, whether using either SSD1 or SSD2, it will be incumbent on the data 
providers to transmit all their data for that data collection using the same data model. 

Acknowledging 2018 as the date for reporting all data in SSD2 as an ambitious 
objective EFSA strongly recommended that the roadmap should be shared and 
discussed at MS level so that feedback can be provided on the timetable. 

Spain asked what would happen to those reporting data using the simplified format 
but who are in the SSD2 pilot. EFSA explained that it will do the conversion and thus 
can use simplified format for 2016 and then move to using SSD2. Ireland asked if 
there would be any additional financial assistance to support the implementation of 
SSD2 and EFSA answered that financial support can be available only through 
different types of projects e.g. framework partnership agreement on data quality. 
Denmark and Norway favoured the proposal for using SSD2 in all data collections. 
EFSA indicated that the roadmap has to be agreed with all the networks involved and 
well as the relevant EFSA units while the requirements of the different legislations will 
also have to be taken into account. 

 

6.4 FoodEx2 update: annual maintenance report and on-going activities 

Francesco Vernazza (DATA Unit) advised the network representatives of the on-
going improvements to the FoodEx2 browser. He indicated that the improved version 
of the browser is under testing and not yet ready for release; it is easier to install and 
use and the search functions have been significantly improved. A memory function 
has been added that allows opening the browsers in the same point where it was 
closed while the configuration is more user friendly as the dimensions of the browsing 
windows are more flexible. The new package can be shared upon request. France 
and Norway expressed their interest in the new package. 

Ilaria Magliano (DATA Unit) presented the updates made as part of the maintenance 
undertaken by the working group. She outlined how proposals and requests provided 
by the users were evaluated. As a result new terms have been added, while the 
names of some existing terms were changed to better specify the scope or to expand 
their scope. In addition, three terms were dismissed and some terms were changed 
to ‘optional’ to address inconsistencies within the logic of the system. Major changes 
were done in the sections related to tea and herbal/fruit infusions in order to align 
them with the related regulations and guidelines.  

6.5 Development of a new catalogue browser : an introduction 

The presentation on this item was included in the previous point. 

6.6 Sharing experiences in the use of EFSA catalogue web services 

The discussion on this point did not take place due to time constraints. 

6.7 The use of data provided by the Member States in recently 
published/upcoming EFSA opinions and the sharing of information from ad-
hoc calls for data 

José Angel Gómez Ruiz (DATA Unit) provided an overview on EFSA opinions 
adopted and to be adopted where data provided by the Member States were used. 
This included the adopted opinions on 3-MCPD, deoxynivalenol, nitrates and nitrites, 
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erucic acid, dioxins and dioxin-like PCBs and pyrrolyzidine alkaloids. Information was 
also presented on assessments in preparation as well as expected requests for 
scientific reports on alternaria toxins, ergot alkaloids and perchlorate as well as a new 
opinion on furan. For alternaria toxins and furans, calls for data have been issued 
and the respective deadlines were highlighted. The network was reminded of the 
commission recommendation for the monitoring of acrylamide level in food and call 
for data on food additive usage levels. 

Denmark remarked that it is difficult to manage the varying deadline dates so the 
data will arrive together. With respect to deadlines EFSA advised that MSs liaise at 
EC level to discuss the deadlines when attending EC committees, in order to align 
the different deadlines as suggested by Denmark. Sweden asked for more 
information on the deadline for perchlorates, EFSA replied that its preferred option 
would be to include perchlorates in the continuous call for data.  

6.8 Next steps in the Total Diet Study exposure project 

The Portugal representative presented the TDS (total diet study) exposure project on 
chronic dietary exposure to chemicals funded by DG Research and recently 
concluded. The partners in the project together with the terms of reference of the 
project were explained to the participants. The aim of the project is to test and refine 
a methodology and deliver a pilot database for use by risk assessors and risk 
managers. The key results of the pilot study were shared and the usefulness of the 
project in exposure assessment emphasised to the network members.  

EFSA added that the SSD2 is designed to support also the collection of TDS data; 
therefore the submission of these data is encouraged. . 

7. Any Other Business (If applicable) 

7.1      Date for next meeting  

EFSA proposal to hold the next meeting (focused on data quality) on 17-18 October 
2016 was accepted. The 12th Network Meeting on Chemical Occurrence Data will be 
in 2017 in the week of 24-28 April. 

The participants were thanked for their active participation and contribution to the 
meeting and advised that the draft minutes would be circulated to the network for 
their input. 

8. Closure of the meeting 

The meeting was closed at 13:00 as planned. 


