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1. Opening of the Network by EFSA Senior Management 

Juliane Kleiner (EFSA Head of Department Risk Assessment and Scientific Assistance) welcomed the 

network members and their contributions to the work of EFSA. The single network promotes 

synergies between data provider organisations and contributes to the process of streamlining 

chemical data reporting through use of a single set of business rules and a common data model. 

Following Advisory Forum endorsement of the Terms of Reference for the network in November 

2018 the network will use new digital ways of working to stimulate collaboration activities 

throughout the year between network meetings. 

2. Welcome and apologies for absence 
Chair: Eileen O’Dea 
 

The Chair welcomed the participants in the meeting room and those joining by web-conference (ES, 

FI, IS).  Apologies were received from the UK.  

The Chair expressed condolences for the loss of Michael Cassar (Malta) and remembered his 

important contribution to the previous networks. 

3. Adoption of agenda 

The agenda was adopted without changes. 

4. Terms of Reference of the Network 

Eileen O’Dea (DATA Unit) presented the background of the creation of the Chemical Monitoring 

Network and highlighted the Network’s objectives, scope of activities and working methods. The 

outcome of previous consultation and the formation of the Chemical Monitoring Network and its 

memberships, as the result of the merging of three existing networks, pesticide residues, 

Veterinary Medicinal Product Residues (VMPR) and chemical contaminants was presented. The 

formation of this network has been endorsed by the EFSA Advisory forum. 

The Network will meet annually and members will collaborate on agreed task force topics to 

improve the quality of the data collection and scientific issues. Members are expected to act as a 

communication point for relevant organisation and stakeholders and to ensure exchange of 

information between national organisations and EFSA Evidence Management Unit. 

Croatia asked for the timeline for availability of catalogues and Business Rules after the meeting. 

Portugal requested clarification regarding where to find information on data collection processes.   

EFSA  replied that the major release of catalogues was in January as scheduled and that all data 

models, schemas, catalogues and other support materials will be available to network members 

through the new Sharepoint-Teams collaboration platform which replaces the previous VMPR Jive 

pilot collaboration site and the former EFSA Document Management System (DMS).  In addition, 

EFSA will publish on Knowledge Junction, all data collection materials as well as open datasets. 

EFSA encouraged use of the community platform to share information and would value feedback 

from the members to improve collaboration and access to information. 
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5. Scientific topics for discussion: SCIENCE 

Chair: Jane Richardson 
 

5.1. RPC in Exposure Assess 

Bruno Dujardin (DATA) presented Raw Primary Commodity model (RPC) and its implementation 

in dietary exposure assessment to chemicals. The raw primary commodity (RPC) model has 

strengthened EFSA’s capacity to assess dietary exposure at different levels of the food chain, 

from raw primary commodities to foods as consumed. 

Currently the RPC consumption data (obtained through the RPC model) are being used in the 

following projects:  

 The FACE Calculator (Feed Additives Consumes Exposure Calculator) was presented: the 

main advantage is that FACE Calculator leads to new methodology for dietary exposure 

assessment, and even though it was developed for feed additives it can be used for other 

purposes.   

 Cumulative exposure to pesticide residues: the main advantage is that you can use the RPC 

consumption data for a Monte Carlo simulation to calculate the exposure to multiple 

pesticides and to derive the probability distribution.  Furthermore, it can be used to address 

the uncertainty to calculate confidence intervals. 

Ideas for future development were also presented, in particular PRIMo (pesticide residues intake 

model) which is currently based on model diets. The intention is to incorporate the RPC 

Consumption Database and to explore the incorporation of processing factors.   

Member States asked if the model is available for download. EFSA confirmed that the input data 

of the RPC model and the summary statistics of the RPC consumption database are available for 

download. Publication of the actual database is still under consideration. 

Norway asked why food flavours are not included in cumulative exposure. EFSA replied that the 

methodology needs to evolve in order to include flavour compounds, merging processed foods 

and RPCs in one single assessment. 

 

5.2. Random Sampling 

José Cortinas Abrahantes (AMU) gave a live demonstration of one of the WEB apps hosted in the 

R4EU server: the Risk based sampling application (RIBESS +, which stands for Risk Based 

Surveillance Systems) that could be used to support planning the national monitoring 

programme. In his presentation, he first provided a brief overview of the statistical principles 

used when designing a sampling plan. 

In order to plan a risk based surveillance different parameters are needed, among them is the 

confidence that is desired to be achieved, risk factors, with the relative risk of each of the levels 

compare to a baseline as well as a subdivision of the population in each of the risk levels, 

acceptable level, sensitivity of the method used and the target population size. The sample size 

calculation can be informed by the information that has been previously collected to inform some 

of the input parameters needed. Self-registration is necessary to access the online tool. 

Portugal commented that all official controls have to be risk-based and it is interesting to have 

the tool to explore the possibility to use it when designing  sampling plans and asked if the tool 

can be applied to more complex situations in which more factors are needed, to which EFSA 

replied that it is possible. 
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Netherlands asked whether the tool can be used to assess if a deviation from the sampling plan 

happens, to estimate then what confidence is achieved. EFSA replied that the tool can be used in 

such situation. 

 

5.3. Annual Reports: VMPR and Pesticides 

Jane Richardson and Daniela Brocca (DATA) presented annual reports on VMPR and Pesticides.  

VMPR annual reports provide information for confirming the minimum requirement for sampling 

frequency has been achieved, the percentage of non-compliant targeted samples and to 

understand in case of non-compliant samples what action has been taken. Examples from the 

VMPR annual report were presented. It was explained that 2018 was the first year of reporting in 

SSD2 format for VMPR and the data providers were complimented for the work in contributing to 

this report. It was proposed that the next steps will focus on data publication, visualisation and 

on improving support on data validation.  

The first Pesticides Residues EU Report was prepared by the Commission (EC) in 1996 and the 

first prepared by EFSA was in 2007. Since then 10 annual reports have been published. The 

number of reporting countries and the volume of data has increased enormously and a lot of 

effort is applied to guarantee the quality of data. The current EU Report focuses on the results on 

MRL exceedance rates, consumers’ exposure assessment and possible reasons for MRL 

exceedances. In addition, the report contains specific data analysis, the results on the reinforced 

controls at the EU borders under Regulation (EC) No 669/2009 and also recommendations to 

Member States, European Commission, EURLs and EFSA. The results presented in the Pesticides 

Residues Annual report are used for e.g. the preparation of the annual EU-coordinated control 

activities Regulation, for inspection in EU or in other countries, for the revision of MRL and for 

controls of specific food. Furthermore, the report is the first reply to the general public. At the 

end of the presentation the network members were asked for recommendations relating to 

further uses of the data. 

 

5.4. Issues in Contaminants in Food & Feed 

Frans Verstraete (DG SANTE) presented the current provisions for Regulation on Contaminants; 

the current European Commission recommendation on prevention and reduction; the 

recommendation on monitoring at Standing Committee level which highlighted Pyrrolizidine 

alkaloids, Citrin, Sterigmatocystin and Phomopsin; and recommendations in the pipeline 

regarding Acrylamide, Furans and methylfurans and Alternaria toxins. 

Articles 23 and 33 of Regulation (EC) No 178/2002 highlight the mandate to collect all available 

data and the use these data in EFSA’s scientific opinions and reports on contaminants in food 

and feed. National food authorities, research institutions, academia and other interested parties 

are invited to submit data on occurrence of contaminants. 

Future challenges were presented concerning: Data submission by Member States, business 

operators and interested parties; and Control of Import data.  

Norway highlighted multiple submissions of data. The Commission referred to anticipated legal 

requirements to submit the data and awareness of the issue. A solution to avoid double work is 

being sought. 

Austria raised the question of different MRLs for the same substance-matrix combination in 

pesticides and VMPR legislation and requested an update on harmonized MRLs. The commission 

confirmed their awareness of the issue and their intention to ensure one level for substance-

commodity combinations. 
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Netherlands highlighted the reporting recommendations and obligations for MS and 

Stakeholders. The Commission replied that the requirements for data submission are also for 

business operators and other interested parties and acknowledged pressures on data providers 

and EFSA to ensure efficient and effective data processing. 

  

5.5. Updates from the EURLs: 

Marco Blokland from EURL for Growth Promotors presented the on-going EURL’s research topics, 

in particular the development of screening and confirmation methods that can be used by 

competent authorities for surveillance, enforcement and investigation. He highlighted methods 

that can be used to pinpoint abuse of prohibited substances, steroids or protein growth 

hormones. He then presented new meat and urine analytical methods that have a broader scope 

and lower operational costs. He then described new measurement strategies to detect synthetic 

natural hormones and somathropin; implementation of dry-blood spot testing; efficiency of 

multi-methods; retrospective analysis and the evolution from targeted measuring to library 

methods. 

 

Carmen Ferrer from the EURL in Fruit and Vegetables presented the main analytical difficulties in 

pesticides residues analysis through multiple residues analytical methods. In particular, she 

explained the main issues related to the analysis of problematic compounds in certain food 

matrices (e.g. the extraction and analysis of chlorothalonilin matrices with naturally containing 

sulphur compounds), which may require a modification of the standard QuEChER methods. 

Another laboratory challenge is presented by the enforcement of the legal complex Residue 

Definitions, difficulties have been observed in cases where the definition relates to one or more 

specific isomers. Other issues are related to the commercial certified standard solutions, whose 

use leads to savings in time and laboratory work however, there is not always evidence of the 

quality of these solutions. The results of the conducted study for assessing the quality of the 

certified standard solution were presented. 

 

Michelangelo Anastassidas from EURL in Pesticide Residues explained how the laboratory work 

aids the European Commission and EFSA. The results of research on the formation of pesticides-

related compounds from sources other than pesticide use were described and some examples 

provided. Reducing Analytical Deficits in the analysis of pesticides in food of animal origin (FAO) 

project was presented with the results of the survey among Official Labs. A further survey will be 

conducted among Official Labs to understand what hinders laboratories from expanding the 

analytical scope in the FAO area. The pilot EURL-SMR project for 2019/20 on the occurrence of 

toxicologically critical pesticides in milk and infant formulae (for children of less than 16 weeks of 

age) was presented and the need to lower babyfood MRLs of most toxic pesticides was 

highlighted. 

 

Hubert Zipper from EURL-SMR presented the EURL DataPool website1. The website has been 

created with the aim to provide pesticide residue analysis with a convenient and efficient access 

to information needed for effective decision-making. The site offers laboratories a way of 

identifying partners and support on specific methodological issues. The services and the tools 

offered in the website were described. Another ongoing project on the collection of CS2 from 

naturally occurring sulphur compounds and not from the use of thiocarbamates pesticides was 

                                       
1 https://www.eurl-pesticides-datapool.eu/ 
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presented and it was highlighted that the pre-evaluation of dithiocarbamatate-MRLs is planned 

for 2019.  

6. Scientific topics for discussion: DATA 

Chair: Eileen O’Dea 
 

6.1 Chemical Monitoring reporting guidelines (SSD2) 

Eileen O’Dea (DATA) presented the Chemical Monitoring Reporting Guidelines and several 

specific data elements were highlighted.  

The units of measurement for the values resLOD, resLOQ, resVal, CCAlpha or CCbeta should 

always be reported the same as the reported result for each record in the same units of 

measurement as defined in legislation (where applicable) otherwise in the standard units for 

concentrations. 

There was discussion of the need for resInfo.notSummed to identify results where support for 

summing at the residue definition level is needed. For ‘Multicomponent’ pesticide residue 

definitions, EFSA requires the individual LOQ for each component of that residue definition to be 

reported, and where possible the sum. However, if the reporting country cannot report the 

summed LOQ then resInfo.notSummed can be set to ‘Y’. In this case resLOQ can be null, if 

paramType = P005A or P004A and upon submission the summed LOQ will be calculated by EFSA 

based on the LOQs reported for the individual components. 

Next steps for this harmonised data collection are implementation of BRs which are available on 

DCF and Sharepoint-Teams. The Chemical Monitoring SSD2 test data collection is open and 

network members are recommended to test their data submissions. The official data collection 

will open on 15 May 2019. 

EFSA explained that a new single SSD2 workflow will be used for contaminants, additives and 

VMPR through the DCF for all data providers. EFSA will be available to help in case of difficulties 

in moving from reporting in SSD1 to SSD2. In 2019, the 2018 pesticide residues data collection 

will be still submitted in separate workflows - either SSD1 or SSD2. 

Confirmation was sought on if or when resLOQ will be mandatory. It is a long term goal to make 

resLOQ mandatory since this value is required to adjust for left-censored data in the exposure 

assessment. This year resLOQ will be optional. It was acknowledged that for veterinary residues 

ccAlpha or ccBeta are required, rather than resLOQ. Cyprus commented that there are similar 

issues also for Chemical Contaminants. The EURL (ANSES) recommended that CCbeta be 

reported for qualitative screening methods as it includes a measurement of uncertainty. 

Luxemburg asked if product treatment, especially for pesticides, is mandatory or not. It was 

explained that the harmonised data collection guidelines are not applicable to Pesticides data 

transmissions for this year and will be applicable starting from next year. It was remarked that 

product treatment is mandatory in SSD1 and the production facet will remain mandatory in 

SSD2. 

 

6.2 Review of business rules and Catalogue hierarchies for harmonized chemical 

reporting 

Jens Hinge Anderson (Emeritus-DTU) presented the uses of business rules (BRs) which define 

data acceptance into EFSA Scientific Data Warehouse (SDWH). The ChemMon BRs are a 

compilation of the rules from previous years in the different data collections. Some business 
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rules were deprecated, and some were simplified. Amendments to General Business Rules 

(GBRs) and Chemical Monitoring Business Rules (CMON) to match ChemMon Guidelines were 

presented. The review and adjustment of PARAM catalogue analytical hierarchies to reflect 

legislative classification of substances was presented. The importance of feedback from the 

network members regarding BRs, catalogue changes and analytical hierarchies was emphasised.  

The implementation of FoodEx2 analytical hierarches and algorithms to reflect legislation was 

also presented.  EFSA informed the Member States about the availability of BRs on SharePoint.  

Norway asked for more specific instructions on the procedure to classify their samples in the 

domain of VMPR. France asked about the need to specify the legislative facet for food additives. 

EFSA agreed that it could be possible for some foods to be mapped to the legislative 

classification but in other cases it is more complex mapping to the FoodEx2 catalogue. This is an 

on-going work in EFSA and more information will be share in the community as it become 

available. 

Netherlands mentioned the use of the Pesticides Matrix Tool. EFSA clarified that the Pesticides 

Matrix Tool will be replaced by the Legal Limits database in development which would be 

applicable to all four domains within Chemical Monitoring and that this project would be 

presented later during this meeting. 

 

6.3 Controlled Terminology Catalogue updates 

Davide Gibin (DATA) presented the procedure for new requests to the catalogue and for the 

review of new terms requests and their annual publication on Knowledge Junction. The main 

changes to the catalogues were summarised including OpenFoodTox terms, the nuts catalogue 

and the MTX (FoodEx2) catalogue. The PARAM ChemMon Reporting hierarchy was described and 

the creation of 3 domains specific analysis hierarchy (Additives, VMPR, Chemical Occurrence).   

Denmark expressed appreciation for the revised Catalogue Browser (CB) and asked if it was also 

available outside the network. EFSA confirmed that only members of the DCF could download the 

CB but that there was an ongoing work to make it accessible via a public API.  

 

6.4 FoodEx2 including Raw Primary Commodities 

Sofia Ioannidou (DATA) presented the FoodEx2 comprehensive food/feed classification and 

description system and its use at the European level for reporting chemical monitoring and food 

consumption data and at the international level by the FAO and WHO to facilitate the collection 

of food consumption and food composition data on a global level. The utility of FoodEx2 to 

calculate exposure assessment was described.  

The need for data providers to include facets was emphasised since they provide a more precise 

description of the food sampled. Available guidance on FoodEx2 was described: Guidance ‘Food 

classification and description system FoodEx2’2; ‘EFSA’s Catalogue Browser user guide’3 and two 

webinars on YouTube4,5. Feedback on the use and improvement of these tools would be 

welcome.   

                                       
2 https://efsa.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.2903/sp.efsa.2015.EN-804 
3 https://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/supporting/pub/en-1291 
4 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yicnB90Lx9s 
5 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xj9donllXgA 

https://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/supporting/pub/en-1291
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Czech Republic asked about application of the process facet when reporting in FoodEx2. EFSA 

clarified that the completion of this facet is important if it is not implicit in the base term, 

especially to identify treated products for pesticides reporting.  

Netherlands asked for clarification in the difference between the Exposure and Reporting 

hierarchy. EFSA clarified that all data collection domains should use the Reporting hierarchy; this 

has been extended to include relevant feed base terms. 

A question was raised about the possibility of an open access connection between the Pesticides 

MRL Table and FoodEx2. EFSA replied that it is possible to get the attributes for unprocessed 

food by downloading the CB, in which you can find the mapping linking the Matrix code to the 

related MRL table.  

 

6.5 Legal limits database and data processing 

Giuseppe Triacchini (DATA) presented the proposed development of legal limits tables for the 

chemical monitoring data collection, enabling the verification of exceedances and sample 

compliance. The benefits for EFSA and the Member States across all four chemical domains was 

highlighted. Collaboration with the providers of the DG SANTÉ limits databases for Pesticides, 

Additives and VMPR has been identified as an important step in the project to ensure 

amendments throughout the year are implemented. The application will include validation checks 

for consistency and correctness of limit exceedances. 

Giulio Di Piazza (DATA Unit) presented the main objectives for the development of EFSA Legal 

Limits database, aiming to include all chemical domains in one single database, facilitate the 

tracking and reporting of legislation changes and support business rules validation for the SSD2 

data transmissions. Some challenges in the project include defining a robust data maintenance 

process and the complexity of mapping FoodEx2/PARAM catalogue combinations onto legal 

product/substance classifications. EFSA requested comments and contributions from network 

members on the tables developed under this initiative.  

Czech Republic acknowledged the utility of the database in development by EFSA but underlined 

the fact that it doesn’t replace the legal database provided by DG SANTÉ and suggested that 

harmonised processing factors could be included in the EFSA database. EFSA acknowledged the 

value of the suggestion.   

Croatia queried differences between the EFSA and Commission databases. EFSA noted that there 

are some cases of different legal limits for the same food/substance combinations and once the 

database is built, it becomes easier to identify and address these conflicts.  

Germany asked for clarification in the case of a reduced limit applicable after the production date 

of a sampled product. EFSA referred to the data model elements for sampling and production 

date as useful in resolving such cases.  

EURL (ANSES) mentioned the absence of a limits database for VMPR legislation and EFSA noted 

on-going work at the European Commission in this area. ANSES also underlined the utility that 

the database will represent for data providers. 

 

6.6 Microstrategy reports 

Luca Pasinato (DATA) presented EFSA’s use of Microstrategy reporting, permitting the 

standardisation, traceability, reproducibility and automation of reports. He explained the 

technical infrastructure. 

The implementation of revised validation dashboards and national reports for ChemMon was 

proposed. Currently only VMPR and Pesticides annual reports are published. EFSA proposed that, 
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 for 2019 data, validation and national reports for ChemMon will be produced covering 3 

domains and Pesticides will remain separate 

 from 2020 data, all 4 domains will be reported through a single validation dashboard, 

national report will be available for each area. 

 

6.7 Reporting Assessments 

Pernille Bjørn Petersen (Denmark) presented a proposal regarding the replacement of evalInfo 

(N.06 SSD2 element) previously used for sample assessments (sampEventAsses, sampTkAsses, 

sampAnAsses) with a result level assessment element. France and Netherlands supported the 

presentation and acknowledged similar issues of compliance and non-compliance in the 

pesticides field.  

EFSA asked the network, considering the potential impact on data submission process, if a 

change in the categorisation results for compliance and non-compliance for evalInfo should be 

implemented this year, in the following years or not implemented?  

After discussion of the proposal it was agreed that EFSA and Denmark would write a short 

description of the proposal be uploaded to Sharepoint with 2 weeks for further evaluation by the 

community by end of April. These short deadlines are necessary to ensure a decision can be 

made before the opening of ChemMon DCF on 15th May. 

 

6.8 Integrating SSD2 into laboratory information management systems 

Despo Christodoulou from the state general laboratory (SGL) of Cyprus explained how EFSA’s 

SSD2 codes have been integrated into her laboratory’s information management systems. She 

demonstrated how the 19 elements in the LIMS of SGL are transformed into the 25 elements 

used in EFSA’s SSD. In particular, the SGL focusses on matching their food matrix description to 

EFSA’s FoodEx2 codes. All food descriptions are recorded in the original language and English. 

Currently, 1,000 food product codes have been transformed using the SGL’s method. This is an 

automated process called the ‘EFSA-export module’. The final result is an .xml file that is 

uploaded to EFSA’s data collection framework (DCF). 

 

6.9 Process for reporting, validating and approving datasets 

Jane Richardson (DATA) presented the proposed data submission and validation process for 

ChemMon transmissions. EFSA requests submission of VMPR data by the end of June, this will 

allow EFSA to perform a provisional validation. After this point data providers will be able to 

“Confirm acceptance of their data”. It was highlighted that data providers should not ‘Accept’ 

the data before it is fully validated since modifications to the data are more complicated once 

the data is ‘Accepted’. The entire data collection process will close on 1 October 2019.  

EFSA intend that, for VMPR data, by December, the charts and tables for the annual report will 

be available on the community platform. Feedback will be possible then. 

Denmark asked if there would be a legal limits check for the ChemMon data. This process is still 

not available but EFSA will try to have this available by January 2020. 

 

6.10 SSD2 Data Capture at the Point of Sampling 

Representatives from Portugal and Croatia presented their work on data capture at the point of 

sampling. The team are working on a tool for improving data (used for risk assessment) 
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captured at the point of sampling. This tool will be aligned with EFSA’s SSD system and linked to 

data collector’s or EFSA’s data warehouses. The system will allow for real-time, easy input of 

data in the field in a standard format. 

The consortium in charge of developing the proposed system is made up of the Economic and 

Food Safety Authority (ASAE), National Institute of Health (INSA) and the Croatian Agency for 

Agriculture and Food (HAPIH). An overview of the tasks that will be undertaken was provided in 

the presentation. 

An additional consideration may be to include the tool in more languages than English, 

Portuguese and Croatian. This could allow sampling officers from many different countries to use 

the tool. EFSA asked if the code of the project will be made publicly available on Github and the 

presenter confirmed that the tool will be made publicly available. 

7 Domain Session: Contaminants and Additives 
Chair: Doreen Russell 

 

The chair welcomed participants to the session and highlighted that the main topic was to solve 

challenges surrounding the reporting of good quality occurrence data. 

 

7.1 DATA Quality:  Data Duplicates and Data Acceptance 

Alessandro Delfino (DATA) presented EFSA’s work on flagging duplicate contaminant data that is 

already stored in EFSA’s SDWH. This can introduce bias in risk assessment so EFSA propose to 

remove the duplicate records. A benefit of the new harmonised data collection on chemical 

monitoring is that BRs will now prevent acceptance of duplicates.  

A SAS program was developed to detect duplicates on a field-by-field basis; it was found that 

most duplicates had been transmitted from a small number of data providers, typically those 

who send larger volumes of data. EFSA proposed communication with the data providers 

concerned to eliminate duplicates in the SDWH. It was agreed that this should proceed within 

the next 2 weeks. The network confirmed that they would be happy to be contacted in order to 

progress the elimination of duplicate data. 

Doreen Russell (DATA) presented a summary of the data submitted to the DCF but never 

‘accepted’ into the DWH - that is not confirmed and validated by the organisation that provided 

the data. An overview of non-accepted data was presented to the participants. As a next step 

EFSA would like to contact the submitting organisations and progress the acceptance of these 

records/datasets. The network confirmed that they would be happy to be contacted about this 

issue. 

7.2 Use of additive occurrence and data in exposure assessments 

Alexandra Tard (FIP) presented the use of additive occurrence data in exposure assessments. In 

accordance with Article 5, Regulation N257/2010, EFSA can make open calls for food data from 

laboratories or industry. She advised that both added substances and those naturally found in 

foods are considered by EFSA.  

EFSA highlighted that there are many gaps in the occurrence data and that occurrence data 

obtained from industry is relatively low in volume compared to those from official controls 

therefore, network members are strongly encouraged to send more occurrence data where 

possible. 

7.3 State of play of additive re-evaluation programme (sweeteners) 
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Petra Gergelova (DATA) presented the current status of sweeteners in the additive re-evaluation 

programme and an overview of the possible methodology to be used for exposure assessments. 

She presented a summary of the number and type of sweeteners for which data were submitted 

to EFSA to date and explained that those data will be used for exposure assessment within the 

programme for the re-evaluation of food additives (by 2020). Some issues related to the quality 

of the data were discussed (e.g. representativeness of the data, date of reporting, high LOQs or 

unclear food descriptions). The issue of left-censored LOQs for sweeteners was considered and 

discussed by the meeting. 

Data providers were encouraged to provide data and to address data quality issues where 

possible. Sweetener data will be used in the assessments for 15 scientific opinions. 

  

7.4 New call for data – priority substances incl. Brominated Flame Retardants (BFR) 

Marco Binaglia (BIOCONTAM) presented an overview of occurrence data needed for exposure 

assessments. He described the timelines of published and in-progress scientific opinions on 

BFRs. 

A mandate on Nitrates and Nitrites in feed was received in 2018. The mandate calls for an 

assessment of animal exposure to nitrites (converted to nitrates) and nitrates.  

A new mandate on the presence of Nickel in food and water was received. A risk assessment 

was previously performed by EFSA and the new mandate requests that additional considerations 

to this risk assessment are needed. There was some discussion regarding the remits of food and 

environmental agencies for contaminants in drinking water. The network members were 

encouraged to help with determining where certain data is held nationally and how this data can 

be accessed.  

Doreen Russell briefly presented the draft ‘Call for continuous collection of contaminants in food 

and feed’. She emphasised that the list of contaminants indicated is by no means exhaustive 

and highlighted those contaminants in the list that have been added since the previous call. 

8 Domain Session: Pesticides 
Chair: Daniela Brocca 

 

The chair thanked Henk van der Schee (retiring member from the Netherlands) for his 

continuous, professional engagement and strong contribution in the pesticides network over 

many years. 

8.1 2018 Pesticide monitoring data collection: tools and supporting documents 

Daniela Brocca (DATA) announced the official opening of the 2018 pesticide residues data 

collection on May 15th 2019 and emphasized on the legal closing of data collection on August 31st 

2019. For the 2018 pesticide residues data collection, both SSD1 and SSD2 data format will be 

accepted, however it is recommended to implement SSD2 as soon as possible since for 2019 

data transmitted in 2020 only this format will be accepted within ChemMon data collection. The 

network were invited to test the environment and transmission of data.  

MS were asked to communicate the names of the national data providers and validators and the 

data model selected (either SSD1 or SSD2) for the reporting of 2018 pesticides monitoring data, 

if this has not already been done. The link to the SSD1 Guidance document and BRs was 

provided. There no changes compared to the previous data collection, except if some issues are 

raised during the current network meeting or during the on-going MS consultation on the SSD2 

Guidance document.  
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Data providers (DPs) were invited to provide feedback on the SSD2 Working Instructions and 

BRs before April 5th 2019. The main differences between SSD1 and SSD2 were highlighted 

including the grouping of prodCode, prodTreat and prodProdMeth in the sampMatCode.  

The Catalogue Browser (CB) was presented where catalogues including FoodEx2 can be 

accessed. DPs were reminded that the FoodEx2 Reporting hierarchy is the correct one for food 

and feed sample classification. The importance to distinguish processed and unprocessed food 

was underlined and, in the case of organic production, that there is no preassigned facet and 

therefore for the production-method (Facet 21) should be reported. For processed food samples, 

FoodEx2 (Facet 28) is preassigned in the base-terms. However, there is the possibility to report 

additional process facets as well as the one already implicit in the base term selected.  

Some specific examples of FoodEx2 coding were discussed: 

 According to Regulation (EC) No 396/2005 some products are considered unprocessed even if 

they may appears to be processed, such as pulses (dried legumes seeds), tea/herbal 

infusions and spices. The facet code ‘Drying (dehydration)’ is implicitly included in the base-

term codes and can’t be deleted. EFSA will ignore it when mapping SSD2 coded data into 

SSD1.   

 Regarding the samples of ‘Muscle’, EFSA wish to provide additional guidance regarding the 

Facet term A0F4V ‘Excluding visible fat’ so the sample can be considered as ‘muscle’. EFSA 

invited the MS to provide suggestions to facilitate the reporting of ‘Muscle’.  

 For samples of ‘Wild terrestrial vertebrate animal’ that are not farmed, but hunted, the F21 

facet for production-method ‘Wild or gathered or hunted’ needs to be specified with the code 

‘A07RY’.  

Several MS requested a mapping of the derivatives in FoodEx2 to the matrixCode based on the 

implicit facets e.g. within the Catalogue Browser.  EFSA indicated they could verify the feasibility 

but that this would not be possible for the composite food. EFSA confirmed that the matrixCode 

is already provided for RPCs since it is included in the pesticide MRL legislation.  

A concern about changes in the legal limits was raised. EFSA agreed that the Pesticides MRL 

dataset for one year is not sufficient and that EFSA could try to link the applicable limits for the 

last three years. As in previous years, the Pesticides MRL dataset will be available before 15th My 

2019.  

Slovakia stated that they will provide the data in SSD1 but that they would like to test in SSD2. 

EFSA replied that it is not possible to provide in SSD2 if they are registered as SSD1 provider. 

However, the Member States providing in SSD1 are invited to test their XML files in SSD2.  

 

8.2 Reporting of the summed LOQ: latest updates 

Paula Medina (DATA) presented the working document on the summing of the LOQ. For the 2017 

data collection, individual LOQs of multicomponent residue definitions were not reported. For the 

2018 data collection, the business rules will be applied according to the SANCO document i.e. 

data will be rejected if LOQs of individual components are not reported. EFSA proposed the 

technical modification of keeping the summed resLOQ null and set the SSD2 field 

resInfo.notSummed to the letter ‘Y’ instead of summed resLOQ=’99999’. EFSA stated the need 

of an agreement from all Member States in order to provide the agreement to the European 

Commission.  

Sweden recognized that using the value ‘99999’ as a dummy value is not efficient. Luxembourg 

was uncertain of the purpose of adding a field to report ‘Y’ and proposed to leave the value 

blank. Cyprus questioned the necessity of reporting ‘Y’ if EFSA accept not to report the LOQ.  

Netherlands supported the reporting of the ‘Y’.  
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EFSA replied that data providers need to indicate that you are not submitting the summed 

resLOQ. The issue with ‘99999’ is that variations of this meaningless number are stored in the 

SDWH. 

An agreement has been made among the Member states that the ‘99999’ should not be used 

anymore. Regarding the use of the ‘Y’ to flag that the summed resLOQ is not calculated and that 

EFSA will do the calculation, EFSA asked to the Member States to consult their colleagues and 

provide their feedback before the 5th April.  

8.3 Processing factors  

Petr Cuhra (Czech Republic) presented the need to have processing factors legally binding in 

Regulations. Paula Medina (DATA) presented the work carried out on the database on processing 

techniques and processing factors compatible with the EFSA food classification and description 

FoodEx2.  

EFSA mentioned that some Member States requested in the SCoPAFF of pesticide residues 

(February 2019) to delete processing factors from the EU- coordinated programme Regulation. 

The lack of processing factors is known to EFSA who will continue the work on this issue.  

9  Domain Session: Veterinary Medicinal Product Residues 
Chair: Jane Richardson 
 

9.1 Lessons learned from producing the annual report 

Alexandra Papanikolaou (DATA) presented a summary of the outcome of Annual Report 

production for 2017 data. 

Portugal commented on the fact that for VMPR there are 2 different areas (feed/water) and that 

according to the Commission it is not permitted to take samples from the same animal (even for 

different parameters). Denmark commented that this has to do with the total count of 

slaughtered animals. Norway commented that they do not take feed and water together and it is 

not compulsory. EFSA explained that the totals in the annual report are the level of 

sampEventId therefore it is fine to take more than one sample from an animal and the annual 

report will show the number of animals sampled. 

After discussion it was confirmed that results below the MRPL should be reported as compliant, 

but in cases when the residue is detected investigations are recommended. 

Several MS commented on the use of the inhibitor test method for screening, microbiological 

testing and confirmatory methods. EFSA confirmed that it is best practise to report all the 

antibacterial substances that could be detected using the screening method. 

Portugal asked about natural occurrence of steroids in pigs and said the problem appeared in 

castrated and non-castrated. It was indicated that the chemical reporting guidelines provide 

examples of reporting these cases, but this may be revised based on the proposal for a result 

level assessment by Denmark (this separates the laboratory evaluation and the competent 

authority evaluation). 

Belgium asked whether the information related to sex is optional or not. EFSA clarified that it is 

recommended for substances such as hormones, however this is not checked by the business 

rules. Denmark mentioned that it is important to ask inspectors and assure them the info is 

necessary for specific substances and that sex should only be required when relevant for a given 

substance e.g. Group A3 natural hormones. Italy mentioned the issue of synchronisation 
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between local competent authorities that make the decisions and the labs that provide the 

results, since sometimes the results of investigations are only available at a later date.  

EFSA will check the animal group algorithm in cases where the “wild” facet is provided. 

Germany asked if wild animals are farmed in other countries and Sweden said they farm wild 

boars. Italy clarified that for them, boars are always wild.  

The available list of reportable follow-up actions will be updated to include reinforced control 

(proposed by Belgium) and another follow-up action that the Netherlands will communicate via 

email. 

 

9.2 Risk Assessment of A6 Prohibited Substances 

Karen Mackay and Sofia Ioannidou presented EFSA’s work on A6 Prohibited Substances. 

Belgium asked if additional information would allow the risk assessment to be refined.   

9.3 Reporting sub MRL results 

The chair proposed not to make the presentation since the topic was covered by the previous 

presentation. The members of the network accepted without objections. 

9.4 Discussion of how to deal with sum-ccAlpha and sum-Beta for negative 
results 

Katrin Koenig briefly presented Germany’s approach to dealing with sum-parameters with 

negative results for confirmation tests. It was suggested that ccAlpha for the components could 

be reported rather than the main component. This is the approach used for ccBeta for screening 

results.  

The EURL indicated that ccBeta should be provided for screening tests and negative results. It 

was discussed that for confirmatory tests ccAlpha is calculated by the laboratories but when 

broad scope methods are used most of the residue results would not be above ccBeta. A 

possible solution was proposed for presentation at the feedback session. This question could not 

be clarified in the network meeting and will be subsequently clarified by the EURL's. 

 

9.5 AOB 

The issue of dual use substances was highlighted by North Macedonia. EFSA replied that there 

are discussions in progress regarding this specific and that each result should only be reported 

to EFSA once. France asked for further clarification about which legal limit they should choose. 

EFSA responded the selection of a legal limit is the responsibility of the competent authority. 

10  Scientific topics for discussion: Networking 

Chair: Eileen O’Dea 
 

The chair welcomed the participants to Day 3 Final Plenary Session of the meeting. 

 

10.1 Feedback from the concurrent sessions 

The chair of each concurrent session reported back to the plenary group a summary of the 

discussions and decisions of the previous afternoon.  
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During this session the issue of only having ccAlpha for confirmatory results below ccBeta was 

further discussed. It was agreed to seek further advice from the EURLs, this will be discussed at 

their next meeting. 

 

10.2 Collaboration tools for the network 

Saba Giovannacci and Jacopo Alabiso (Digital Collaboration Team) presented the new platform 

for collaboration which aims to streamline information circulation, reduce e-mails and guarantee 

a better visibility of updates. The previous feedback from the Jive pilot has been taken into 

account in the deployment of this pilot project and the network was invited to provide feedback 

on the tools. 

The tools presented were the SharePoint website which will be used for reading and organizing 

access to documents and news; and Microsoft Teams which will be used for discussions and to 

modify documents. Microsoft Teams is accessible from the SharePoint website. Everything is 

stored on the cloud platform. Both SharePoint and Teams have a search engine. 

Teams ‘channels’ can be created to divide by topic and provides a file tab where documents are 

stored, a conversations tab for discussion about a specific document or topic. The use of 

mentions (@name) can attract the other person’s attention to a specific part. 

The Netherlands mentioned the possibility of wrongly deleting parts of a document when trying 

to copy part of the text. EFSA remarked that the value of the synchronization and collaboration 

is higher than the minor errors that might happen. In SharePoint the access to the documents is 

directly in EDIT mode while in Teams it is possible to just read the document and the EDIT 

mode can be accessed using the EDIT button. EFSA sees SharePoint as the single point of entry 

to access items and resources related to the chemical monitoring data collection, no matter 

where they are primarily published e.g. on Knowledge Junction/Zenodo or in the EFSA Journal. 

The Netherlands asked when e-mail notifications will be sent in case of changes in Teams. EFSA 

explained how to personalise notifications and agreed to prepare an explanatory document for 

notifications in Teams to be made available through the help and support webpage for 

SharePoint which is under construction. 

France asked about the possibility to download and re-upload a modified version of a document 

in Teams. EFSA clarified that Teams will ask to replace the document and it will add a new 

version if the file has the same name. Instead, EFSA suggests modifying directly online to avoid 

conflicts when there are multiple editors. In SharePoint, version history can be accessed. 

EFSA invited the network to help develop the FAQs which are available on Sharepoint. 

 

10.3 Themed Task Forces 

Eileen O’Dea (DATA) presented the Themed Task Forces foreseen in the network Terms of 

Reference to enable digital collaboration throughout the year between annual network meetings. 

The objective of these task forces is to work on items of interest to improve data quality. The 

groups will use the new tools for collaboration (SharePoint-Teams, Skype for Business, 

Knowledge Junction). EFSA invited the network to provide feedback and to commit to being 

involved in any capacity in one of the groups either as expert, as leader, as learner or to 

influence the future evolution of SSD2 to meet the needs of both data providers and EFSA. 

The four main themes derived from network member feedback were highlighted and proposed 

topics of interest were suggested for agreement:  

 Data model: Sampling strategy  
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 Data Analysis & Visualisation: Annual reports 

 Guidance & Support Documentation: Guidelines 

 Data Collection & Processing: Data capture @ point of sampling; Legal limits database; 

and Alternative data preparation tools e.g. KNIME 

 Domain Specific Issue: Analytical hierarchies for legal class reporting within PARAM and 

FoodEx2 

France agreed on the importance of the Guidelines item and expressed interest in KNIME. EFSA 

will provide access to KNIME information through the collaboration platform. Hungary confirmed 

they could contribute to the KNIME activity. EFSA requested that network members contact us 

regarding their availability for the task force activities. 

 

10.4 Data management and analysis in the Cloud 

Stefano Cappé (DATA) presented the recent move to a cloud platform for EFSA’s data 

management systems. The use of cloud computing and the advantages were explained with a 

special focus on improved data analysis power, additional security granted by the cloud and 

scalability. The DAMA project planning was presented. SDWH and DCF migration to the cloud 

has been completed with only two weeks of shut down in Jan/Feb 2019. Currently, EFSA is 

working on R4EU migration, on early Lifecycle support and on the licencing for SDWH. The 

future of data collection is on cloud computing which will guarantee a faster experience. 

A network member asked about the location of the cloud. EFSA installed the cloud in Germany 

due to the location of the interagency service contract’s winner’s headquarter location. 

A network member asked if Oracle or Azure is used. EFSA clarified that Oracle database is still in 

use (the current structure was migrated). 

  

10.5 Advisory Forum Task Force Data Collection and Data Modelling 

David Foster (NFA Sweden) presented the Advisory Forum Task Force on Data Collection and 

Data Modelling composed of representatives of MSs with Hungary as chair, COM, and EFSA as 

secretariat. The objective of the Task Force is to review the processes related to data collection 

from a strategic perspective, to formulate recommendations and to give advice to the EFSA 

Advisory Forum regarding opportunities for improvement e.g. harmonisation and interoperability 

needs, IT-infrastructure directions, data analysis uses. The final report and strategic 

recommendations will be sent to the EFSA advisory forum in the final quarter of 2020.  

A network member questioned whether Advisory forum members are the most suitable 

individuals for a Task Force requiring technical and practical expertise. EFSA replied that the 

Task Force is a strategic group and additional ad hoc members with technical expertise are 

involved as needed. The topics of Task Force discussions were requested and EFSA identified 

that there are 15 topics6 to be overviewed strategically by the Task Force.   

 

10.6 Open Data – publication and DOI 

                                       
6 http://www.efsa.europa.eu/sites/default/files/event/181127-minutes.pdf 

 

http://www.efsa.europa.eu/sites/default/files/event/181127-minutes.pdf
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Jane Richardson (DATA) presented the outcomes of the Working Group on the publication of 

survey and monitoring data which defined the process for proactively making publicly available 

the data from the EFSA scientific data warehouse or released by national food and feed safety 

organisations. Consultation responses were received by 22 countries and reservations were 

received from 2 and amendments were made to resolve these. The report was endorsed by the 

Advisory Forum in November 2018. 

The next steps were presented to enable publication of VMPR data in Spring 2019. 

Contaminants and pesticides data will be published in conjunction with EFSA outputs. Legal 

requirements to protect personal and confidential business information were taken into 

consideration and this information will be redacted automatically during the publication process.  

Datasets will be available on Knowledge Junction which assigns Digital Object Identifiers (DOIs), 

allowing data re-use to be tracked e.g. in policy making. The importance of citation of datasets 

was stressed.  

A network member asked if a notification will be sent to the Data Provider when data are 

published. EFSA clarified that, for historic data, EFSA will consult data providers prior to 

publication. Data received after pre-agreement will be proactively published. A question was 

raised about tracking dataset downloads after publication and EFSA explained that it is possible 

to see the number of downloads and views but not who downloaded the data. For pesticides 

data a link to a feedback survey is included in the metadata. The data is freely accessible for re-

use, requiring only citation of the source of the data.  

11  Any Other Business 

EFSA confirmed that all the presentations and documents of meeting will be available on the 

Sharepoint collaboration platform and that all access problems to the site have been fixed. 

France asked about the next steps regarding data quality since the framework project was 

completed last year. EFSA replied that last year it was not possible to fully evaluate the 

deliverables of the projects since the data quality improvements would only be realised in later 

years and that there is the intention to validate the benefits. 

EFSA confirmed that the Pesticides workflow will be integrated in the Chemical Monitoring 

workflow for 2019 data to be transmitted in 2020. 

Draft minutes will be circulated for comment among network members. 

A link to a web-survey about the meeting organisation, the presentations, breakout sessions 

and exhibition displays will be sent to the members to receive feedback and suggestions for 

next year. 

Special thanks were given to members attending the meeting for the last time: Petra Fogelberg 

(Sweden) and Henk van der Schee (Netherlands). 

12  Date for next meeting 
The next network meeting date proposed by EFSA is the week of 9th – 14th March 2020. 

13  Closure of the meeting 
The meeting ended at 13:00 as anticipated in the agenda. 

Actions from meeting 
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Action 
owner 

What needs to be done Deadline 

Network 

members 

Send suggestions for Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) and other 

content for inclusion in community collaboration platform 

Mid-April 

EFSA Prepare explanatory document for notification personalisation in 

Teams 

Mid-April 

Network 

Members 

Participate in one of the themed Task Forces Early May 

EFSA Notify data providers of the intention to publish openly historical data Quarter2/2019 

EFSA Share with the network the results of the voluntary survey about the 

use of downloaded open datasets. 

Quarter3/2019 

EFSA Provide latest versions of the Annual Meeting presentations 1st April 2019 

(Complete) 

Pesticide 

experts 

Comment on the Working Instructions and BRs applicable for the 2018 

pesticide monitoring SSD2 data collection 

05/04/2019 

Experts Comment on the new codes for Action and Conclusion and proposal for 

resAssess (see discussions 

https://efsa815.sharepoint.com/sites/chemical-monitoring-data-

network/Lists/Discussion%20Board/AllItems.aspx?web=1) 

05/04/2019 

Pesticide 

experts 

Comment on the use of the flag ‘Y’ to indicate a summed LOQ has 

been reported.  

05/04/2019 

 

https://efsa815.sharepoint.com/sites/chemical-monitoring-data-network/Lists/Discussion%20Board/AllItems.aspx?web=1
https://efsa815.sharepoint.com/sites/chemical-monitoring-data-network/Lists/Discussion%20Board/AllItems.aspx?web=1

