
ENGAGEMENT & COOPERATION UNIT  

 

1 
 

Final Minutes 

80th MEETING OF THE EFSA ADVISORY FORUM 

Meeting details 

Venue: Virtual meeting, Teams 

Meeting hours: 9:30 – 13:00 (09.06.2021) 

  9:30 – 13:00 (10.06.2021)  

 

Members 

Austria (AT) Klemens Fuch 

Belgium (BE) 
Fabien Bolle 
Xavier Van Huffel 

Bulgaria (BG) 
Iliyan Kostov (1st Day) 
Donka Popova (2nd Day) 

Croatia (HR) Darja Sokolić 

Cyprus (CY) 
Charitini Frenaritou 
Stelios Yiannopoulos 

Czech Republic (CZ)  Jikta Götzová 

Denmark (DK) Christine Nellemann 

Estonia (EE) Piret Priisalu 

Finland (FI) Pia Mäkelä 

France (FR) 
Moez Sanaa  
Salma Elreedy  

Germany (DE) Andreas Hensel 

Greece (EL) Stavros Zannopoulos 

Hungary (HU) Akos Jóźwiak 

Ireland (IE) Pamela Byrne 

Italy (IT) 
Pierdavide Lucchini  

Alessandra Perella 

Latvia (LV) Vadims Bartkevics 

Lithuania (LT) Jurgita Bakasėnienė 

Luxembourg (LU) Marc Fischer (1st Day) 

Malta (MT) Ingrid Busuttil 

Netherlands (NL) Antoon Opperhuizen 

Portugal (PT) 
Pedro Portugal Gaspar  
Filipa Melo de Vasconcelos 

Romania (RO) Simona Radulescu 

Slovenia (SI) Urška Blaznik  

Slovak Republic (SK) 
Mylo Bystricky  

Katarina Kromerová 

Spain (ES) 
Isabel Peña Rey  
Icíar Fierros Sánchez-Cuenca 

Sweden (SE) Per Bergman   

 



 

 
2 

 

Observers & Other Participants 

Albania (AL) Pamela Radovani 

Iceland (IS) Hrönn Ólína Jörundsdóttir (2nd Day) 

Montenegro (ME) Ana Velimirovic  

Norway (NO) Danica Grahek-Ogden  

Republic of North Macedonia (MK) Nikolche Babovski (2nd Day) 

Serbia (RS) Tamara Bošković 

Switzerland (CH) Michael Beer 

Turkey (TR) Serap Hanci 

  

European Commission – DG SANTE (Observer) Anastasia Alvizou 

European Commission – DG SANTE (Observer) Athanasios Raikos 

European Commission – DG SANTE (Observer) Jonathan Briggs (2nd Day) 

European Commission – DG ENV (Guest Speaker) Cristina de Avila (2nd Day) 

Joint Research Center (Guest Speaker) Antonio Franco (2nd Day 

European Chemicals Agency (Guest Speaker) Jack De Bruijn (2nd Day) 

BfR (Guest Speaker) Matthias Herzler (2nd Day) 

ANSES (Guest Speaker) Christophe Rousselle (2nd Day) 

ANSES (Observer) Pascal Sanders (2nd Day) 

European Environmental Agency (Observer) Xenia Trier 

European Medecines Agency (Observer) Michael Empl 

 

EFSA Representatives 

Bernhard Url (Chair)  Mary Gilsenan 

Juliane Kleiner Alessandra Giarola 

Guilhem de Seze  Sérgio Potier Rodeia (Advisory Forum Secretariat) 

Barbara Gallani Maria Mendes Azevedo (Advisory Forum Secretariat) 

Claudia Heppner 
Cristina Alonso Andicoberry (Advisory Forum 

Secretariat) 

Marta Hugas Sofia Altesini (Advisory Forum Secretariat) 

Victoria Villamar Angéline Camus (Advisory Forum Secretariat) 

Gorgias Garofalakis  

 

Apologies 

Iceland (IS) Hrönn Ólína Jörundsdóttir 

Poland (PL) Jacek Postupolski 

Bosnia and Herzegovina (BA) Dzemil Hajric 

Kosovo1 (XK) Naser Krasniqi  

 

 
1 This designation is without prejudice to positions on status and is in line with UNSCR 1244/1999 and the ICJ Opinion on the 

Kosovo Declaration of Independence. 



 

 
3 

1. Opening of the meeting & adoption of Agenda 

Bernhard Url, Chair of the meeting, welcomed all the participants to the 80th Advisory Forum (AF) 

meeting. The Chair particularly welcomed:  

• Ms Isabel Peña-Rey – new Executive Director of the Spanish Agency for Food Safety and Nutrition 

(AESAN) and new AF Alternate for Spain  

• Ms Icíar Fierros Sánchez-Cuenca – Advisor of the Spanish Agency for Food Safety and 

Nutrition (AESAN) and new AF Alternate for Spain  

• Ms Dorte Lau Baggesen – Head of Division at the National Food Institute of the Technical 

University of Denmark and new AF Alternate for Denmark 

The Chair also welcomed: 

• Anastasia Alvizou and Athanasios Raikos representatives of the EC;  

• Cristina De Ávila (DG-ENV guest speaker) and Jonathan Briggs (DG-SANTE observer) who 

joined the 2nd day of the AF for the Thematic Discussion on CSS;  

• Representatives from other EU bodies (ECHA, JRC, EEA, EMA) who joined on the second 

day for the Thematic Discussion on the Chemical Strategy for Sustainability (CSS).  

The Chair informed that the minutes from the 79th Advisory Forum had been published on EFSA 

website and on MS Teams on 03.05.2021. 

The Chair informed the Plenary that all 10 Action Items agreed at the previous meeting were 

implemented. 

The Chair informed the Plenary that the meeting would be recorded for minute-taking purposes. No 

objection to the recording of the meeting was raised. 

Under AOB, two additional items were raised: by Hungary, on the Foodome Project and by Netherlands 
on Salmonella Outbreak in the UK (the latter dealt with through written procedure during the meeting). 

The Agenda was adopted.  

2. Draft EFSA’s Strategy 2027 

The Chair provided an overview on the EFSA’s draft Strategy 2027 particularly focusing on (i) the 
current Strategy 2020 and environment in 2020, (ii) 2027 main drivers influencing EFSA’s work, (iii) 

2027 drivers and new Strategic Objectives (SOs), (iv) what’s in it for MSs, (v) brief overview of the 

outcome of the Public Consultation (PC) and next steps. 

Before addressing it, the Chair briefly outlined the current Strategy 2020 and its five SOs referring to 

the environment 2020 and to the importance of performing an extensive environment scan to meet 
future needs and changes. On these latter, the Chair emphasized that the drivers identified were 

outlined in five clusters: the need for more transparency, the emergence of new risks and hazards, 

the evolution of scientific knowledge and need for innovation in risk assessment methodologies, the 

impact of globalisation, the demand for more efficiency in the operation of the organisation and 

availability of expertise for EFSA’s multidisciplinary needs. 

Moving from 2020 to 2027, the Chair outlined those which are considered the main drivers behind the 

Strategy 2027 predicted to shape the EFSA and the EU Food safety ecosystem in 2027.Particular focus 

has been put on five cluster topics which considered 1) the big picture (demographic  & climate change, 
the Covid Pandemic, the Green Deal and the Farm to Fork Strategy and the Transparency Regulation), 

2) the evolving dialogue with society along values such trust, openness and transparency as well with 

new strategies for engagement and communication 3) the integral role of food safety in sustainable 
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food safety systems 4) the making the most of the food safety ecosystem in particular through 
research collaboration and use of scientific expertise and 5) harnessing the new trends in data 

technology and data science.  

The Chair highlighted how the new Strategy 2027 is marked by a more harmonized approach 

compared to the previous one, with former SOs merged into three main pillars, the first one (SO1) 
“Deliver trustworthy scientific assessment and communication of risks from farm to fork “ representing 

EFSA’s core business and very much defined by the principles of the Founding and TR; the second one 

(SO2) driven by the concept of preparedness for future risk analysis needs and a third one (SO3) 

linked to the need of empowering people and ensuring organisational agility. Regarding SO1 and its 
expected outcomes, the Chair underpinned how building Partnerships in open dialogue with public and 

private partners would be crucial, as well as enhancing the collaboration with Member States (MSs) 

via new outreach strategies and tools to deliver reliable and trustworthy scientific advices all over EU. 

Partnerships, intended as “long-term trustful cooperation initiatives for mutual benefit based on shared 

values”, assume a central role also under SO2, where it comes to the need of evolving current 
collaboration models to increase risk analysis capabilities (knowledge, expertise, methodologies and 

data). On SO3, although this is a more internal objective, the Chair touched upon the relevance of 

Partnerships for management and enabling services as for example in the field of AI. 

The Chair informed the Plenary about the main steps before its finalisation; among those, a public 
consultation was launched on 06.04.21 (closed on the 09.05.21), gathering a total of 140 comments 

from 7 countries and a technical report on the outcome is planned to be published in June, alongside 

the 2027 strategy together with an Environmental Scan Report. The draft Strategy 2027 will be 

submitted for adoption by  the Management Board in June (24). Following adoption of the Strategy, 
EFSA will publish in October/November the 2022/2023 plans for grants and procurement. The Chair 

also highlighted that the Implementation Plan and Performance Framework, currently under 

development, will be integrated in the multi annual programming document 2022-2025 that will be 

submitted to the MB for adoption at its December meeting. 

The floor was opened for discussion. 

The Netherlands raised comments on the limited global dimension of the Strategy in terms of activities, 

considering the impact and complexity of the globalisation issue.  

The Chair agreed on the importance of increasing EFSA’s outreach in the global arena, highlighting 

that despite this dimension is limited in the new Strategy mainly due to resources’ availability 
constrains, EFSA’s is active in promoting technical collaboration with international partners on topics 

of mutual interests. It was also acknowledged how MS are doing much more in terms of cooperation 

on a global scale. 

Ireland raised a comment on the mission of EFSA's Strategy 2027, pointing out that the protection of 
human life and health is a collective effort. The importance of a clear public health overarching vision 

for the Strategy was stressed. However, it was noted that industry and food business operators play 

as well an important role in ensuring the safety of food in the market.  

Among the different interventions, MS raised comments on the relevance for EFSA to take into 
consideration also those challenges which are going beyond the purely food safety dimension as for 

example the environmental impact of food production and sustainability dimension of the food system 

which are key when considering the food safety of the environment. The Chair underlined that through 

the adoption of the Farm to Fark Strategy and sustainability framework, the EC actually aims at 

addressing these challenges; in this context, EFSA, being bound to a specific mandate set by the 
Regulations, represents only one of the contributors among others. In order to tackle the sustainability 

issue the collaboration with other Partners and EU Agencies is fundamental.  

Chair thanked AF for the feedback and fruitful discussion and closed the item.  
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3. Update on the implementation of the new Transparency Regulation in the Food 
Chain 

The Chair introduced the item, stressing how the different presentation foreseen under the 

Transparency Regulation (TR) update will contribute in building the ecosystem of Partnerships. 

◼ 3.1 - Follow-up on entry into force of the TR  

The Chair gave the floor to Guilhem de Sèze to update the Plenary on the state of play of the TR 

implementation including an overview of the new processes, IT tools and functionalities; the 

communication initiatives supporting the launch of the new systems; an overview on current and next 

steps. 

Guilhem informed the Plenary about measures (IT tools and functionalities) became operational on 

the 27.03.2021, with the entry into application of the Transparency Regulation. He stressed how TR 

provisions and implementation measures provoked a shift in the transparency framework, ensuring 
end-to-end data accessibility and end-to-end availability of information on all the stages of the RA 

process (i.e. notification of studies, pre-submission advice, e-submission, public consultations, 

confidentiality request, verification studies). The implementation process has been supported by 4 

documents on Practical Arrangements2, (available on EFSA’s website in 4 languages- EN, DE, FR, ES),  
27 EFSA’s Guidance documents that have been updated with the new requirement of the TR and made 

available on the EFSA Journal and the Q&A on practical arrangements.  

Guilhem reminded the Plenary about the recently developed and activated information systems and 

technology, particularly: 1) connect.EFSA portal (“customer relationship management” 

by Salesforce), 2) the dossier and data submission systems (“E-Submission Food Chain Platform - 

ESFC and International Uniform Chemical Information Database - IUCLID”), 3) the OpenEFSA Portal. 

The Plenary has been informed that the training programme for applicants and stakeholders organised 

by EFSA reached its finalisation phase, with two last webinars on notification of studies and IUCLID 

taking place respectively on the 22 June and Q2/Q3. It was noted that all video-recorded trainings and 

materials are available on the EFSA’s website.  

Guilhem briefly outlined about the extensive Communication Activities that have accompanied the 

launch of the TR and new tools, as a number of press releases, factsheets, FAQs , animated videos, 

published articles, as well and advertisements published via EFSA’s website and social media channels.  

On the state-of-play, Guilhem stressed that all the processes and IT tools are currently in operation 

and provided some statistics covering the period 29th March-4th June.  

On the main challenges EFSA is currently facing, it was noted the completion of the on-boarding of 

applicants supported also by putting in place of a specific helpdesk called “Hypercare” as well as the 

finalisation of the migration of the data from the old systems to the new ones. The process of 
engagement with stakeholder via the Sounding Board and Technical Groups has been also 

acknowledged as one of the main enablers of the shift toward new systems and tools. In addition, the 

good cooperation with DG SANTE and ECHA was also outlined as a crucial factor for the success of 

such endeavour.  

Looking at next steps, the year ahead (2021-mid 2022) will be dedicated to the stabilization of new 

IT tools and related processes (e.g. solving technical shortcomings, making improvements to support 

the user experience); with regard to IUCLID, it was mentioned that the work programme will last for 

one additional year to finalise the so-called minimum viable product 2 (MVP2), including the 
integration with EFSA system. Improvement of other functionality as the redaction software for 

sanitization of the document is also foreseen. 

 
2 The 4 documents on Practical Arrangements have been adopted and published on the EFSA’s website on 11.01.21. 
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The Chair thanked Guilhem for the comprehensive overview on new tools and systems’ state-of-play 

and opened the floor for comments. 

Norway prompted a question concerning the redaction software for sanitization of the document asking 

a more in-depth description of the functioning of the tool. Guilhem briefly outlined the functioning and 

will follow up with further information if needed.  

◼ 3.2 - Overview of EFSA’ reports to inform a General Plan on Risk Communication  

The Chair gave the floor to Barbara Gallani to update AF members on the progress of EFSA’s work to 

inform the General Plan on Risk Communication (GPRC) in support of the European Commission (EC).  

Barbara informed the Plenary that, in response to the EC mandate to inform a GPRC, EFSA produced 
a series of four reports: the Scientific Report on technical assistance in the field of risk communication 

and three supporting reports aimed at sharing best practises and mapping the current situation in 

Europe. The reports were submitted to the EC on 26.03.21 and published on 28.04.21. She also noted 

that a targeted consultation and a Public Consultation registered the participation of several Member 

States and Communication Experts Network’s (CEN) representatives.  

On next steps, Barbara mentioned the pilots which EFSA is currently undertaking with involvement of 

CEN particularly the food.eu platform, the social listening project as well as the risk profiling. A meeting 

with DG SANTE is foreseen for 28.06.21; its main objective is to look at the recommendation included 

in the report, with the view of having a more in-depth discussion with AF representatives during the 
Plenary in October. In addition, workshops with MS and stakeholders are expected to take place  in 

the course of 2022. The research gaps identified in the  report will be addressed through SPIDO 2022-

2025.  

Besides the implementation of the GPRC, Barbara also informed the Plenary about a set of initiatives: 
the EU-wide campaign Making Food Choices with Confidence and the recent publication of the Titanium 

Dioxide opinion that saw coordinated communications between EFSA, SANTE and MSs. Barbara 

remarked that EFSA is fully committed to working in partnership with EC, MS and relevant actors to 

build a framework for coordinated communications in the EU and acknowledged the importance of 

collecting lesson learned from previous experiences so to further improve the impact of 

communications. 

The EC thanked EFSA for the developed material and informed the Plenary that the analysis of reports 

and recommendation is currently ongoing. The adoption of the GPRC is likely to coincide with the 

delivering of the legislative proposal for sustainable food framework and the EC would need also to 

take into account any possible links between these two initiatives. The EC also anticipated the 

possibility of additional mandates for EFSA as part of the preparatory work for the GPRC.  

The Netherlands acknowledged the good progress made by EFSA and EC in the context of risk 

communication; a question was raised on the lessons learnt and possible way forward from the 

titanium dioxide opinion, particularly referring to the interlink between risk assessment opinions and 

risk management decisions and its complexity. The EC remarked that this is an inherent challenge 

caused by the nature of the risk analysis principle, with risk assessment in one side, risk management 

on the other and risk communication shared by both at different points in time. The GPRC aims at 

establishing, amongst others, an appropriate mechanism of coordination to strengthen the coherence 

of risk communication amongst risk assessors and risk managers and the cooperation amongst them 

in providing clear information on the process, from the science to the risk management decisions. 

◼ 3.3 - Update from the AFDGFoP  

The Chair gave the floor to Salma Elreedy (FR), Chair of the AF Discussion Group on the Future of 

Partnerships (AFDGFoP), to provide a brief overview on the ongoing work and reflections of the group. 
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Salma Elreedy briefly outlined the background of the AFDGFoP, the Terms of Reference (ToR) of which 

were agreed upon in the 79th AF meeting. 

The Plenary was informed that three meetings of the Group had already been held between January 

and April 2021, which had focused on (i) refining the ToR, for the Group, (ii) providing the Group with 

an overview of the currently ongoing EFSA initiatives that can contribute to the Partnerships 

framework and (iii) on elements that can strengthen the RA culture in the EU.  

Salma Elreedy also briefly reminded the AF members on the differences and links between the work 

of the Group and that of EFSA’s outsourcing task force: the former follows a far-focused and concept- 

oriented approach that contributes (strategic) views on advancing cooperation and RA culture, while 
the latter follows a close-focused on specific outsourcing needs and lessons learnt from cooperation 

initiatives. 

Salma Elreedy elaborated further on the main topics at the 3rd Meeting of the Group, which took place 

on 27 April 2021:  

• the Group was informed on the progress of the actions that stem from the survey to Art36 
organisations, the future of EU-FORA and the preparation of a feasibility study on a European 

Excellence Label; 

• the Group discussed on the potential benefits in identifying and promoting (mature) MS 

initiatives that can support the RA community. The intention would be to explore ways to 
provide support towards their expansion or maintenance. This shouldn’t necessarily need the 

establishment of an entirely new mechanism; for instance, the information MS provide on 

ongoing & planned RA activities could be used to identify appropriate initiatives.  

Salma Elreedy further informed that the Group will establish a table listing suggested actions captured 
during its discussions; this will improve clarity and may facilitate potential uptake by AF members or 

EFSA.  

The Chair thanked Salma Elreedy for updating the AF plenary on the work of the Discussion Group. 

Before concluding the item, the Chair commented that a possible way forward for Partnerships and 

which the Discussion Group could explore, would be for EFSA to consider where competencies of MS 
already exist so to be further supported and developed in order to meet EFSA and MS needs; on this 

regard, it was mentioned as an example the establishment of (virtual) centres of expertise at EU level 

that would also act as hubs to share knowledge and cooperate on topics of mutual interest.  

◼ 3.4 - Sourcing Task Force – new model and sourcing initiatives 

The Chair gave the floor to Alessandra Giarola to debrief the Plenary on the “Partnerships on the 

making”, developing the concepts of sourcing and piloting. 

Alessandra briefly outlined the background of the Sourcing Task Force (Task Force), which is driven 

by the TR namely by the possibility for EFSA expand expertise and MS national authorities’ involvement 
and correspondent financial boost. In addition, expectation from EFSA to deliver scientific advice in a 

responsive manner remains the same, yet with an increasing number and complexity of mandates. 

These factors lead to the need of strengthening Partnerships, thus to the work of the task force. 

To meet these ambitions, two ways of creating partnerships have been developed, a more concept-
oriented one represented by the AFDGoFoP and a more project-oriented one, embodied by the Task 

Force. Both ways are contributing the same Partnerships framework and for this reason the Task Force 

is already engaging with the AFDGoFoP.  

Moving forward from existing examples, Alessandra clarified what’s new in the model currently under 

development; in particular, it was stressed how the task force aims to develop a sustainable sourcing 
model for EFSA. Regarding scope and specific objectives, the Task Force will support the finding of 

partners, individual experts and organisation to develop partnerships for food safety risk assessment 

as well as sourcing opportunities for scientific work. The idea is to bring extra expertise both sourcing-

in individual expertise but also through contract with external partners. The Plenary has been also 
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informed about some potential candidate topics for new pilots which have been identified in the 

exchanges with Scientific Units.  

In conclusion of the item, Alessandra underlined how the Sourcing Task Force is an EFSA’s operational 

arm to explore and initiate successful partner agreements, boosting the volume, value and speed of 

sourcing initiatives; to this end, raising awareness with MS is crucial. The possibility for MS to have 

bilateral meetings to further discuss specific needs was also offered.   

The Chair thanked Alessandra for the presentation and opened the floor for discussion. 

The European Commission expressed appreciation. Questions were raised on whether the partnership 

model currently under development does consider only Art. 36 organisation and on the link between 
the Partnership model and SPIDO. The Chair clarified that two streams should be considered: one 

related to the need of getting an increased number of individual experts working with EFSA; another 

stream, relating to grants, awarded only to Art. 36 organisations. To this end, in the context of grants, 

the Chair confirmed that focus will be put only on Art. 36 organisations. With regard to the link between 

Partnerships and SPIDO, the Chair clarified that SPIDO is not part of the sourcing initiative stressing 
that Partnerships, as they are developed by the task force, are mostly feed by risk assessment and 

business as usual needs even though also developmental needs will be addressed. The Chair outlined 

how three level of needs could be identified: a first one as it is mentioned above, linked to immediate 

business-as-usual and risk assessment needs, feed by Partnership models; a second one, related to 
the development of methodologies, datasets and models which is addressed through grants & 

procurement; and a third one, based on long-term investment for ensuring preparedness for future 

RA needs and feed by SPIDO. 

The Netherlands pointed out that the list of topics envisaged by the Task Force is very risk assessment 

oriented, despite the new Strategy 2027 foresees Partnerships also in risk communication. 

The Chair outlined how the most compelling needs are in fact falling within the area of risk assessment; 

however, it was noted that this does not prevent EFSA to bring forward different initiatives for 

collaboration in risk communication and social sciences. Barbara indeed underpinned that EFSA is 

currently looking at coordinated communication from different perspectives, in order to address the 

need of enhancing collaboration on this regard.  

◼ 3.5 - Update from the Advisory Group on Data  

The Chair highlighted the importance of data for RA and gave the floor to Akos Jóźwiak (HU) to debrief 

the Plenary on the first two meetings of the Advisory Group on Data (AGoD). 

Background information and links to the former Task Force (TF) were presented. It was pointed out 

that while the old TF focused more on strategy, the new AGoD will additionally look more at very 

operational ideas and see how these can be linked to strategy . The AGoD will continue to provide 

progress updates at AF meetings and  will inform members on multi-country projects emanating from 

the AF Task Force recommendations. 

Akos Jóźwiak highlighted the group's main tasks, which include assisting EFSA in the breakdown of 

strategic objectives and setting priorities related to data as well as supporting decision making on 

data-related projects.  

The Plenary was informed about current project initiatives discussed at the first two AGoD meetings - 

i.e. development of a business rule engine, a data mapping tool and a cloud-based collaborative 

development platform to facilitate MS reporting to EFSA. He noted future discussion on the possible 

role of the AGoD as a Steering Committee as well as on monitoring of ongoing projects. Discussion on 

group deliverables, visibility and objectives of the group will be on the agenda of the next meetings 

of the AGoD. 

The Chair congratulated Akos Jóźwiak and the AGoD for the initiative, presenting it as a good and true 

example of Partnership. 
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◼ 3.6 - Update on SPIDO  

The Chair introduced Claudia Heppner to present the progress and next steps on SPIDO themes. 

The Plenary was updated on the six SPIDO themes which are in different phases of the process, some 

in the phase of roadmap and others as theme paper consultations.  

She recapped the purpose of a roadmap for action and presented the outcome of the roadmap calls 
for the 4 SPIDO themes of 2020, as well as the organisations who will develop them, the main 

objectives/deliverables and timelines. The Plenary was informed that there was a non-award for one 

roadmap (RACEMIC) as the offer did not pass the quality award thresholds required. EFSA took the 

decision to re-launch this call in form of a negotiated procedure which is possible after a failed open 

call (para. 11, Annex I Financial Regulation 2018).  

The ongoing consultation process for the themes of 2021 (OMICS and insect pollinators) and the 

relevant deadline of 30 June was highlighted. Claudia highlighted the importance of having members 

of the AF willing to support the consultation of the 2021 themes by submitting comments to facilitate 

co-creation. Based on the comments provided by the AF through a feedback survey she clarified  that 
Art. 36 organisations can participate in the consultation process if this is deemed necessary by MS. 

Nevertheless, she emphasised that EFSA seeks only one response per MS/observer. 

The open call will be launched in September3 and Claudia invited AF members and FP to disseminate 

it, once published. 

With the vision of co-creation, the process of advancing further themes has been modified. Claudia 

informed the Plenary about the planned brainstorming workshops to explore and co-create the scope 

of future candidate themes (beyond 2021). The first virtual brainstorming is related to “Animal 

welfare- one welfare” and will be held on 30.06.21. Another one, not yet identified, will follow in the 

autumn, and AF members will be invited to express an interest in participating.  

The Chair closed this session by thanking Claudia and highlighting the state of maturity of the process 

where the right topics are chosen in consultation with our partners (DG SANTE, JRC, MS and EU 

Agencies). With the implementation of the roadmaps for action and the execution of relevant projects 

from 2022 onwards this will advance RA in the future.  

Action Point 1: AF members (& FPs): to provide feedback on 2021 theme papers (omics, insect 

pollinators), by 30.06.21; to support open call for roadmap development on omics and insect 
pollinators in September 2021 

4. Engagement and Communication Update   

The Chair gave the floor to Barbara Gallani to provide the usual update on recent communications and 

engagement initiatives. 

Barbara introduced the new EU-FORA 2.0 Programme, highlighting the main changes in comparison 

to the current programme and reflecting the views and suggestions made by MS. 

Main changes include focusing on mid-career professionals from Article 36 organisations as main 

target audience. Moreover, hosting sites and fellows will be selected by proposals co-submitted by 

hosting sites and institutions of origin and should already include the identification of the fellow(s) to 

be trained and an ex-ante impact assessment on benefits. During the fellowship period, fellows remain 
as staff members of their organisation of origin. Temporary placements in hosting sites will be 

organised with the aim of maximising the knowledge transfer and networking.  

 
3 The pre-information notice (PIN) has been published on the Official Journal (TED) on the 13.07.2021. Link to the published 

PIN available: https://ted.europa.eu/udl?uri=TED:NOTICE:352403-2021:TEXT:EN:HTML  

https://ted.europa.eu/udl?uri=TED:NOTICE:352403-2021:TEXT:EN:HTML
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The proposed system should overcome the difficulties arising from the current system for the payment 
of fellows; promote the establishment of long-term collaboration beyond the annual cycle; increase 

the involvement of supervisors and hosting sites in the short, mid and long run in between themselves 

and with EFSA; and maximise the benefits of online training.   

The next topic presented was the Trust initiative with US FDA, project aiming at establishing an 
international community of practice for communication and engagement experts. This year’s Virtual 

Poster Session was emphasised, as well as the hybrid meetings planned for next year that will allow 

the consolidation of the initiative as a community for the exchange of best practices. 

Barbara then presented the 2021 Make food choices with confidence campaign, which aims to raise 
awareness of the science behind food safety. It is a multi-annual campaign with coordinated 

communication, involving various countries with distinct functions. MS can play a role as amplifiers, 

content co-creators, contributors to the consultation on how the campaign can be shaped or be food 

partners.  

On the other communication highlights, Barbara noted the: 

• 2021 #StopASF Campaign – In addition to the nine countries covered last year there will be 

nine additional countries involved and the campaign will mainly target pig farmers. The 

campaign will be launched in July with the evaluation by the end of the year. All material is 

available in the language spoken in the targeted countries and in English, German, Italian, 

Spanish, French and Dutch. Everybody can support the campaign. 

• 7 June - World Food Safety Day – working together who and FAO and many MSs used it for 

the soft launch of the campaign making food choices with confidence. 

• EFSA Journal extended - Barbara informed that the feasibility report on MS publications in a 
new section of EFSA Journal would be shared with MS after the AF meeting and proceeded by 

presenting the main early findings to the Plenary. Overall, there was support for the initiative 

of extending of the EFSA journal as a platform that goes beyond EFSA’s opinions and technical 

reports, but some issues, namely the need to know how to evaluate the comparability of the 

quality assurance mechanisms, still has to be assessed. 

Antoon Opperhuizen (NL), who belongs to the task force, stated that there are fundamental issues 

that need to be discussed in the TF, namely on the criteria and on peer reviews/ quality assurance 

mechanisms. He asked AF participants to give feedback on the report and made himself available to 

discuss the issue with the AF participants. 

Akos Jóźwiak asked whether there would be one extended journal plan or several, suggesting the TF 

to possibly consider room for studies that were not successful.  

 

Action Point 2: EFSA to share with AF the report on MS publishing capacity and to collect further 
question/comment from MS by 02.07.21. 
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5. Risk Assessment Activities 

◼ 5.1 - Pathogens in foods database 

The Chair gave the floor to Moez Sanaa, FR AF member from the French Agency for Food, 

Environmental and Occupational Health & Safety (ANSES), to present the Pathogens in foods 

database, a collaboration project between ANSES and the Instituto Politécnico de Bragança (IPB-

Portugal). 

Moez Sanaa acknowledged this partnership and took the opportunity to announce the release of 

another work developed within this cooperation, on risk factors for sporadic foodborne disease by 

meta-analysis.  The work has started in 2017 and they performed 10 systematic reviews and destinate 

risk factors for different pathogens. 

The background on the Pathogens in food database was then introduced. Apart from data of studies 

designed by EFSA (baseline studies), data collected by MS in the context of their control and 

monitoring activities is considered difficult to use by risk assessors as sampling protocols are not 

generally known and the quantification methods are not often harmonized or accurate.  

This was the trigger for the creation of this database which provides reliable and ready-to-be-used 

data for quantitative microbiological risk assessment, extracted from studies reviewed by experts and 

assessed for quality with the objective of gathering occurrence (prevalence and counts) data of 

pathogens in foods.  

To open it for researchers and risk assessors, an associated web application (R-Shiny) was also created 

which allows to search for specific contamination data, perform descriptive statistical analysis by food 

category, by country or by pathogen, perform meta-analysis…Computational modules to fit probability 

distributions of contamination levels and hierarchical models for meta-analysis and more data are 

currently being developed and will be integrated during 2021-2022.  

The next steps aim for the sustainability of this database keeping it accessible to all. To this end 

ANSES proposed to EFSA and other MS to mutualize resources with ANSES and IPB.  

Germany highlighted the global importance of the creation of a repository which would be a step 

forward as it would set a standard for using models, to describe them in detail and make them 

available.  

In general, the Plenary and EFSA representatives emphasized their appreciation and the importance 

of this work for the timely delivery of RA. The willingness of EFSA to consider how EFSA could support 

this work was stressed. The possibility of making it interoperable so that it could be aligned with 
EFSA's FoodEx catalogue or perhaps in the future consider a monopoly grant to keep it alive, was 

pointed out. Despite the protection of project results and in order to get real time data, it was 

underlined the possibility of finding ways to populate the database with data before it’s in the published 

format. 

The Chair pointed out that solutions for the future maintenance should be thought and informed the 

Plenary that EFSA could envisage entering into a collaboration with ANSES and IPB. 

Action Point 3: EFSA to explore with ANSES-France and IPB-Portugal possible wider use and 
development of the database. 

◼ 5.2 - EFSA Mandates, upcoming Public Consultations, MS RA Plans  

Due to time constraints, this agenda item has been dealt with through written procedure. 

Norway informed that the risk of rapid risk assessment of the chronic wasting diseases and the 

zoonotic potential has not been reported because the English website was unavailable. 
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Action Point 4: EFSA to follow-up by written procedure for the exchange of information – Deadline 
for providing comments: 18.06.21 - Concluded 

6. Thematic discussion: Chemicals Strategy for Sustainability 

The Chair introduced the thematic discussion anticipating a stimulating discussion given the diverse 

approaches by distinct speakers to the different aspects of the Chemicals Strategy for Sustainability. 

The Chair gave an overview of the structure of this topic and introduced the speakers. 

◼  6.1 - Introduction by EC - DG ENV about Chemical Strategy for Sustainability (CSS) 

and ‘One Substance One Assessment Approach’ (OSAO) 

The Chair gave the floor to Cristina de Ávila, Head of Unit - Sustainable Chemicals, at DG ENV, to 

present the vision of the EC on the CSS. 

Cristina de Ávila indicated that the CSS is a major deliverable of the EU Green deal. The presentation 

focused on the overall long-term vision for the EU’s chemical policy which strives for a toxic-free 

environment where chemicals are produced/used in a way that maximises their benefits to society 

while avoiding harm to planet & people.  

Cristina de Ávila highlighted the path to implementing this vision, to be achieved by 2030 through 

actions contained in five building blocks: 

• Boosting innovation for sustainable chemicals, by promoting safe and sustainable-by-design 

chemicals and an EU-wide support network, by providing funding for the green and digital 
transition (Horizon Europe, recovery instruments, cohesion funds, Life) and by strengthening 

EU’s open strategic autonomy for critical chemicals.  

• Strengthening legislation, aiming to safeguard that all chemicals on the market will be used 

safely and sustainably, to substitute and minimise as far as possible substances of concern and 
to avoid the most harmful chemicals in consumer products. There will be new measures on 

endocrine disruptors, chemical mixtures, chemical pollution in natural environment and Per- 

and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS). She also mentioned the “New hazard classes on CLP”, 

the extension of generic approaches to risk management to more hazards within the REACH 

Regulation as well as other pieces of legislation and the “Concept of essential uses for 

chemicals” 

• Simplifying and consolidating, including (i) strengthening compliance, enforcement and market 

surveillance (‘zero tolerance to non-compliance’) and (ii) the implementation of ‘One 

substance, one assessment’ process which includes several steps as initiation, allocation, data 
and methodologies, all below the ‘roof’ of Transparency. In the OSOA Ms de Ávila mentioned 

the Coordination mechanisms within Agencies and Member States which will be based on an 

extended PACT (Public Activities Coordination Tool), which is currently used for REACH and CLP 

(managed by ECHA). 

• A comprehensive knowledge base, by establishing an EU research and innovation agenda, as 

well as to improve the knowledge on chemical properties and uses. 

• Setting the example globally.  

The Chair thanked Cristina de Avila for the presentation and acknowledged EFSA’s support to EC with 
its scientific and technical competences, its full engagement in the project, and highlighted the benefits 

of moving forward towards a One Substance - One Assessment (OSOA) approach. 
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◼ 6.2 - EFSA- ECHA OSOA 

The Chair gave the floor to Jack de Bruijn (ECHA) & Guilhem de Sèze for a joint presentation on ECHA 

/ EFSA collaboration on CSS and OSOA. 

Guilhem the Sèze briefly outlined the background on the long existing cooperation between EFSA and 

ECHA on the collaborative assessments, formally materialized with the One substance One assessment 

ECHA EFSA position paper” (4th May 2020). 

Jack de Bruijn presented ECHA’s contribution to the CSS, which strongly supports and sees it as an 

opportunity to improve protection and boost innovation, while using the lessons learned.  

ECHA, ECHA and EMA received a request from the EC to support the CSS. ECHA will be involved in 

the revision of REACH and CLP, as well as in a number of other relevant subjects of this strategy as 

the development of criteria for Safe and Sustainable Chemicals, the One Substance, One Assessment 

(OSOA) project, and together with EEA and EFSA in the development of a framework of indicators’. It 

will also provide input in the development of a Strategic Research and Innovation Agenda (SRIA) for 

the CSS. 

With regard to OSOA, ECHA stressed that the CSS has brought a clear vision of the key areas where 

work is needed - improving the coordination mechanism, data, tools and platforms, implementing 

horizontal data legislation, removing barriers to re-use of data/better streamlining of data flow, 
extending open data and transparency principles, enabling authorities to commission testing and 

monitoring of substances and the possibility of reallocating technical and scientific work on chemicals 

to EU agencies. Currently ECHA and EFSA are looking forward to exploring options within current 

frameworks for joint assessments, synchronisation of processes and harmonisation of RA approaches.  

Guilhem de Sèze took the floor to present EFSA’s contribution to the CSS. 

As an introduction, he stressed the existing several friction points between chemical RA frameworks 

which limit the effectiveness of risk management actions, thus EFSA fully supports the new EC CSS. 

He exemplified the work of EFSA and ECHA towards OSOA with the Phthalates mandate and with 
EFSA’s contribution to ECHA's work to assist DG ENV in implementing the Drinking Water Directive. 

On the latter, the aim is to reach conclusions that can be shared between the two different frameworks, 

which nonetheless require shared views on data requirements, methodologies and a common data 

platform so to enable its reuse between the two frameworks. Regarding IUCLID, currently used for 

submission of pesticides applications, it might be extended to other chemicals under the remit of food 

legislation.  

An overview of EFSA’s OpenFoodTox was given. EFSA sees it entering this EU level repository health-

based guidance value and is now looking with ECHA on how to transfer the data under the IUCLID 

format. 

Formalising the OSOA concept with a first dedicated group, EFSA/ECHA priorities are the establishment 

of a comprehensive list of substances which will be coming under assessment and the identification of 

pilots very early in the process so to prepare a coordinated RA between both agencies. 

Guilhem concluded with a summary of the most relevant issues for MS, acknowledging their current 
involvement in the Chemical Risk Assessments under REACH, POP, CLP, PPP and Biocides. He 

underlined the impact on data, continually update by the DGoD, and the need for engagement from 

all actors in the design and development of these data information system. 

◼ 6.3 - JRC Perspective  

The Chair gave the floor to Antonio Franco - scientific officer at the Chemical Safety and Alternative 

Methods unit of the European Commission Joint Research Centre.  

Antonio Franco noted that the JRC supports the CSS and OSOA with a fully aligned work program. Its 

main contribution is in supporting the identification of hazardous chemicals through the adoption of 
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new approach methodologies (NAMs), in contributing to improving the approach to access to mixtures, 

and in the One Substance One assessment (OSOA). 

JRC input to the OSOA is mostly focused on the development of IPCHEM and other NAM-based data 

streams as part of the Common Data Platform on Chemicals, as well as on improving the use of 

academic data in regulatory assessments. 

IPCHEM is a key component of the Open data portal in support of OSOA and the central access point 

for chemical monitoring data. It is the unique source for exploring chemical occurrence data across 

different media covering human biomonitoring, and monitoring of environmental media, consumer 

products and indoor air, food and feed.  

In conclusion, JRC see three main components crucial to the success of the CSS and the OSOA 

ambitions: 

• Coordination of assessment, for which they welcome the extension of the PACT tool;  

• Sharing of data/knowledge, where current priorities for the JRC are NAMS and IPCHEM; 

• Harmonisation / consolidation of the assessment frameworks which does not come 

automatically with the first. 

In fact, the long-term benefits of OSOA and CSS will depend on the level of harmonisation and 

consolidation of the scientific assessment frameworks. JRC believes that there is significant scope for 

consolidation of the policy framework and that the changes triggered by the CSS will take us much 

beyond 2023. 

◼ 6.4 - MS Perspective  

➢ 6.4.1 BfR’s ongoing activities on the CSS  

The Chair introduced Dr. Matthias Herzler, Head of Unit Coordination and Assessment Strategies in 
the department “Chemical and Product Safety” at BfR and also a member of the BfR team preparing 

the Partnership on the Risk Assessment of Chemicals (PARC) and gave him the floor.  

Dr. Matthias Herzler provided some general views and planned (research) activities of the BfR. He 

proceeded by emphasising BfR’s support to the CSS, in terms of continuous adaptation to state of 

science and improving efficiency. However, Dr. Herzler questioned the overall narrative (“restore 
human health and the environment to a good quality status “), which they consider amplified as the 

current system is not ineffective nor inefficient. Moreover, from a Human Health perspective, BfR does 

not support the policy taken by the EC moving from a risk to a hazard-based approach. 

BfR appreciated that the Commission has initiated various related research activities, but they question 
the timelines as they consider them not matching, taking into account that results will only become 

available after the CSS implementation. Concerns were also referred regarding what they consider to 

be the poor evidence in support of the Mixture Assessment Factor (MAF).  

On the incept impact assessment, he pointed out that BfR has sent comments which had not been 
addressed and concluded that there has been lack of participation of experienced MS risk assessment 

agencies which should have been involved in these discussions early-on. 

Finally, Dr. Herzler recommended to involve risk assessment experts from all regulatory frameworks 

in the discussions since CSS affects complex scientific issues related to risk assessment. 

➢ 6.4.2 PARC and CSS  

The Chair introduced and gave the floor to Christophe Rousselle, the European Partnership for the 

Assessment of Risks from Chemicals (PARC) Deputy Coordinator, from the European and International 

Affairs Department of ANSES, who provided an overall view of this partnership and its contribution to 

CSS. 
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PARC is a public-public partnership under Horizon Europe, where MS and Associated Countries, 
together with the EC and EU agencies, commit to jointly support the development and implementation 

of a programme of research and innovation activities in relation with the assessment of risks of 

chemicals.  

It is organised in nine Work Packages (WPs) working closely together to achieve the three levels of 
objectives defined in the concept paper: a high-level network for regulatory science; research and 

innovation supporting regulatory risk assessment processes and moving towards new generation risk 

assessment; and capacities and platforms for research and innovation. 

PARC focuses on chemical compounds, human biomonitoring, new monitoring activities in the 
environment, priority knowledge gaps for evidence based chemical RA, regulatory concern that cannot 

be clarified under existing regulatory frameworks, innovative analytical, testing and data analysis tools 

and methods, and new risk assessment approaches to develop more holistic risk assessment 

frameworks on hazard and exposure assessment and risk assessment for mixtures. 

PARC is foreseen to contribute to CSS by establishing a permanent dialogue between regulatory risk 
assessors at EU and National levels on the one hand and the research community on the other, thereby 

consolidating EU networks and infrastructures involved in RA assessment of chemicals. It will also 

support CSS by developing or promoting new innovative methods/ tools/ platforms that will support 

new generation risk assessment approaches and by direct support to the safe and sustainable by 

design approach, as well as in the early warning system. 

The Chair thanked all the speakers and opened the floor for questions / discussion on this theme 

highlighting the overall appraisal by the different actors but also the concerns raised by some 

members, which he thought could be initially addressed by DG ENV.  

The DG ENV representative thanked the Plenary for the support to the CSS, stressing that the EC does 

not see this new strategy as a revolution but as an evolution. She pointed out that they are building 

all the commitments of CSS in the existing legislation and not repealing horizontal or sectorial 

legislation. Although recognising that EU has strong legislation, they also acknowledged the alerts 

from science.  From the EC perspective the novel approach is to be preventive and not reactive as up 
to now, and to do so there is the need to be proactive. It was underlined that the EC is supported by 

very solid scientific Agencies as ECHA and EFSA which provide sound science contributing to the EU 

strategy and embracing scientific courage. Regarding MS involvement, she stressed their participation 

in all EU policy and experts’ fora, mentioning those where MS are represented.  

Germany questioned the EC approach underlying that the assessment of evidence is at the core of 

science and that although recognising MS participation in various fora, the involvement has been at a 

political level and not by RA agencies, giving the example of the impossibility of having the EP 

discussing the scientific necessity of MAF. On the precautionary approach, the BfR reiterated the need 

to obtain from the EC a more detailed justification on what they consider ‘drastic measures’. 

On the Mixture Assessment Factor, Antonio Franco from JRC and Xenia Trier from EEA, highlighted 

that the MAF is proposed as a pragmatic tool to remedy the current flawed approach regarding 

mixtures. From a scientific point of view the EC knows that there are other possible approaches, but 
from a policy perspective the only alternative was this MAF approach. Xenia Trier emphasised that 

ideally, they would like to have a solid scientific assessment of all the hazards, exposures and 

combinations, but that they do not see it happening in a short term. Antonio Franco pointed out that 

PARC is fully engaged in the scientific alternatives which in the future could well replace this pragmatic 

approach. 

Bernhard Url pointed out that this “uncertainty factor” brings us to a societal discussion on how to 

deal with unknown risks. Although not scientific, he doesn’t see it as a contradiction. We are in a path 

forward where science will deliver more knowledge which will inform how risk is manage in the future.  

The Chair closed this thematic discussion acknowledging the huge impact CSS will have in our work 
and highlighting the need to reflect on how we can align our RA with the provisions coming from the 
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CSS and F2F. In light of the discussion, he mentioned anticipating having this topic for discussion 

again at a future AF meeting.  

7. Scientific Networks 

◼ 7.1 - Update on the sharing of data on chemical contaminants  

The Chair gave the floor to Mary Gilsenan to provide an update stemming from a previous AF action 

point regarding the publication of data on chemical contaminants in the public domain. 

Since 2019, EFSA has started to proactively publish chemical monitoring (i.e. contaminants, 

pesticides, Veterinary Medicinal Product Residues (VMPR)) data on Zenodo in accordance with the 
technical report “Publication of scientific data from EU‐coordinated monitoring programmes and 

surveys” 4 preventing the disclosure of sensitive  information which MS previously agreed to.  Since 

2020, chemical monitoring data (i.e. contaminants) have also been published on Zenodo following 

publication of scientific opinions and ad hoc reports on specific contaminants.  

At the 76th  AF meeting, Denmark raised the issue that the coverage and rate of publication of 

contaminant data on Zenodo is lower and slower compared to VMPR or pesticides. As a follow up 

action, EFSA agreed to seek the agreement of the scientific network on chemical monitoring data 

collection (ChemMon network) to proactively publish contaminant data annually after they have been 
accepted in EFSA’s scientific data warehouse instead of the current agreed approach where EFSA 

publishes contaminant data after a scientific opinion/report has been published (~16 contaminant 

opinions/reports delivered per year). 

The proposal was tabled at the 3rd ChemMon network in November 2020 for agreement and was  

followed up with a written consultation after the network meeting. Mary gave a top line overview the 
feedback received from network members and informed AF members that  EFSA plans to proceed with 

proactive publication of contaminant data (masking sensitive fields) submitted to EFSA during the  

2020 data collection, in June. From 2022 onwards, contaminant data submitted to EFSA in year n-1 

will be proactively published in March and after they have been accepted in the EFSA scientific data 

warehouse. 

The Chair thanked Mary for highlighting a clear way forward on the publication of contaminant data 

coming from the MS and thanked Denmark for bringing this point to EFSA’s attention. 

◼ 7.2 - Update on the Management Board (MB) Decision on the operation of the 

networks  

The Chair recalled that the MB proposed to adapt the rules in which the scientific networks are 

operating and gave the floor to Dirk Detken to outline the outcome of the discussion of the MB on this 

topic. The decision is planned for adoption at the upcoming MB meeting on 24.06.21. 

The previous version of the decision had already been commented by the AF members. Therefore, the 
new draft MB Decision on Networks has now been modified to take on board input received by the AF 

and the MB.  

First, Dirk highlighted that the key role of the AF in the selection of the member organisations, network 

participants and alternate participants for each network remains unchanged. In order to provide 
greater legal certainty, the possibility for the AF to decide not to formally designate any member 

organisations is conveyed in a more express manner (disclaimer). 

Dirk also gave an overview of the main elements foreseen in the draft decision. He mentioned that 

Art.3 and 4 state that the MB will be the body adopting networks. He also highlighted the reinforced 

 
4 Link to the report available: https://efsa.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.2903/sp.efsa.2019.EN-1544  

https://efsa.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.2903/sp.efsa.2019.EN-1544
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importance of the Focal Points and the collaboration between the network participants and their 
national Focal Point is explicitly stated. To clarify what is already usual practice, the possibility for 

other EU agencies to participate as appropriate in the work of EFSA network is introduced. Concerning 

the replacement of network participants, the member organisation, the relevant Focal Point and the 

EFSA unit responsible for the management of a particular network shall be jointly responsible for 

arranging the replacement of participants or alternates.  

Dirk welcomed comments on the overview provided. 

Germany congratulated EFSA for the step forward and coherent action but expressed concerns 

regarding the workload for Focal Points. 

Hungary raised concerns about Art. 6 of the draft decision and the restrictive character of the current 

wording, which seems to allow only one participant and one alternate per MS organisation. Some of 

the networks with a complex structure, such as the data collection networks would require having 

more than one participant. It was agreed to put forward this comment to the MB together with a 

proposal for redrafting.  

The Netherlands expressed concerns over the role of the MB in adopting the networks. Dirk recalled 

that the MB has the final say but the preliminary steps for the adoption of a network remain 

unchanged. The Chair reassured that the input to be provided by the AF is foreseen along the process. 

Ireland expressed concerns that on the basis of individual network evaluation reports to be provided 
by EFSA at least every three years, the MB shall decide whether each network shall be continued or 

discontinued. Considering the importance of the networks for the MS, the role of the AF in the context 

of the evaluation reports and suggested that the AF could make a recommendation. Dirk acknowledged 

the comment and suggested that the role of the AF in the process could be made more explicit. This 

suggestion will be brought to the MB based on the input received from the AF. 

The Chair thanked the AF for the input and restated that the comments will be brought to the 

consideration of the MB. 

Action Point 5: EFSA to take on board MS comments on the draft MB Decision of the Scientific 
Networks   

8. Any Other Business 

◼ 8.1 - Update on ONE Conference 2022  

The Chair gave the floor to Marta Hugas to update AF members on the progress of the organisation 

of the ONE Conference 2022. 

Marta reminded participants of the 3 main goals of the conference:1) Assess the impact of the 

changing context on food safety; 2) Advance food safety science; 3) Giver strategic direction for the 

next steps. 

Amongst other points, Marta  also informed AF members that the call for abstracts for poster 

presentations was opened on 31.05.21 and that the deadline for submission of abstracts is 15.09.21. 

The ONE Conference will be structured as follows: 

• Opening plenary session to set the scene. 

• Parallel thematic sessions. The thematic sessions have been clustered in 4 tracks (One society 

/ One life / One Planet / Many ways), which will serve as umbrella for the thematic sessions.  

• Closing plenary session on ensuring continued food safety for a more sustainable future. 
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Moez Sanaa (FR), co-chair of the Member State Advisory Board (MSAB), took the floor to report back 
from the second meeting of the Board, which was held on 26.04.21 to collect ideas and suggestions 

for the opening and closing plenary sessions of the conference. In addition, the following points were 

raised and discussed: 

• MSAB members inquired whether it would be possible for them to organise a satellite event 
(before the Conference) or a side event (during the Conference) on risk assessment 

partnerships. 

• MSAB member Moez suggested a debate about One Health in the opening plenary session and 

suggested that the One Health ambition should be more explicit in the description of the 

thematic sessions. 

• MSAB members suggested that pre-recorded talks can help in dedicating more time for 

scientific discussions (incl. engagement with online participants). 

The Chair thanked Marta and Moez for the update. The next update from the MSAB is due at the 

next AF meeting in October 2021. 

Action Point 6: MS to express interest to submit a proposal (either a single proposal or a joint 

proposal with other Member States) for a possible satellite event (before the conference) or a side 
event (during the conference) on risk assessment partnerships by 30.06.21. 

◼ 8.2 – Update on RARA21  

The Chair gave again the floor to Marta Hugas to inform the Plenary about the organisation of the Risk 

Assessment Research Assembly 2021 (RARA21). Marta indicated that the update to be provided will 

be short taking into account that the Programme Committee has been postponed. 

AF members were informed that the meeting of RARA21 of 1st December will be organised in a physical 

setting in Berlin, back to back with the 82nd AF meeting to be held on 30th November 2021.  

Further update will be provided in October 2021. 

◼ 8.3 - Update of the AF Steering Committee for a feasibility study for an excellence 

label in RA  

Due to time constraints, this agenda item has been dealt with through written procedure. 

Action Point 7: EFSA to follow-up and inform AF members by written procedure – Deadline 
18.06.21 - Concluded 

◼ 8.4- Foodome project (HU) 

Akos Jóźwiak gave an overall view of how food can affect our health and of the main causes of death 
in Hungary, and introduced the Foodome project, initiated by a well-known scientist Albert-László 

Barabási.  

The bulk of our current understanding of the way food affects health is anchored in the 150 nutritional 

components that databases track in the food supply and these nutritional components represent less 
than 1% of the >25.000 chemical compounds documented in food. In fact, more than 99% of the 

biochemicals present in food, many of which play a role in health remain untracked by nutritional 

databases.  

The Foodome project aims to transform health science by enabling the systematic study of the full 
biochemical spectrum of diet and its implications for diseases. As a Hungarian counterpart, Foodome 

aims to create the single largest database of the deep composition of Hungarian agri-food products. 

Once achieved, there will be access to the full chemical composition of the most important food items 

in Hungary. The goal is to reach a better understanding of the combined exposure to contaminants 
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and nutrients, a more accurate assessment of risks and benefits and a better insight into food chain 

processes.  

Akos Jóźwiak informed the Plenary that they were seeking for funding and partners and invited 

participants who would be interested in joining the project to contact him. 

The Chair encouraged participants to approach Akos for more information or to support the project. 
He also pointed out that EFSA was interested and was looking into a project not yet approved, but 

with a scoping document, to see how it could continue it with EFSA’s prioritization exercise.  

The Netherlands, France and Ireland expressed interest in this topic and asked to receiving additional 

information.   Andreas Hensel questioned the impact of determinants for health connected to the social 
status, for which it was considered that the methodology and the large amount of data would be the 

answer. 

The Chair went on to present the overall action items to the Plenary. Before closing the meeting, he 

informed the participants that the next AF meeting in October would still be convened virtually but 

expressed his satisfaction to have the December one planned to be held physically in Berlin.  

 

 

LIST OF ACTION ITEMS 

Ref Who 
Agenda topic 

What 

Action 1 

AF 

members 

(& FPs) 

3.6 - Update on 

SPIDO  

• To provide feedback on 2021 theme 

papers (omics, insect pollinators) - by 

30.06.2021 
• To support open call for roadmap 

development on omics and insect 

pollinators - in 09.2021 

Action 2 EFSA 

4 - Engagement and 

Communication 

Update 

To share with AF the report on MS publishing 

capacity and to collect further 

question/comment from MS by 02.07.21 

Action 3 EFSA 
5.1 - Pathogens in 

foods database 

To explore with ANSES-France and IPB-Portugal 

possible wider use and development of the 

database 

Action 4 EFSA 

5.2 - EFSA Mandates, 

upcoming Public 

Consultations, MS RA 

Plans 

To follow-up by written procedure for the 

exchange of information by 18.06.21 

Action 5 EFSA 

7.2 - Update on the 
MB Decision on the 

operation of the EFSA 

Scientific Networks 

To take on board MS comments on the draft MB 

Decision of the Scientific Networks   
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Action 6 
AF 

members 

8.1 – Update on One 

Conference 

To express interest to submit a proposal (either 

a single proposal or a joint proposal with other 

Member States) for a possible satellite event 
(before the conference) or a side event (during 

the conference) on risk assessment 

partnerships by 30.06.21 

Action 7 EFSA 

8.3.3 - Update of the 

AF Steering 

Committee for a 
feasibility study for an 

excellence label in RA 

To follow-up and inform AF members by written 

procedure by 18.06.21 

 


