
Management Board Meeting 
3 December 2015 
 
 
 

Transparency and 
Engagement in Risk 

Assessment 
 



2 

35 Measures, applicable to the R.A. cycle, 
categorised according to: 

MARCH 2015 MB MEETING IMPLEMENTATION PLAN  

- Readiness for implementation 

- Potential impact on EFSA’s  
    organisational set up  
    and/or resources 
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TERA PROJECT OVERALL TIMELINE 

           2015 2016 

TERA measures implementation 

50% C1 IMPLEMENTED 

June: outcome of  
Impact Assessment 

Study 

2017 2018 

50% C1 TO BE IMPLEMENTED  

35% PILOTED 

 

C1 
MEASURES 

 

 
C2 

MEASURES 
 

C2 TO BE IMPLEMENTED 

Today 

Methodology, C1, C2 
IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT 
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C1 MEASURES IMPLEMENTATION 

6/12 measures implemented (= 50%) @ 3 DEC. 2015 

Transparency and Engagement in Risk Assessment 

STEP IN THE R.A. CYCLE DESCRIPTION 

1. Define the mandate 

1.2 Simplification of requirements to take active role in public consultations 

1.3 Pre-notify interested parties of forthcoming public consultation 

2. Define expertise 

2.1 Publish full biographies 

2.2 Documentation of the criteria of selection of WG members 

4. Prepare draft advice 4.11  Consistent decision making on confidentiality of application dossiers 

5. Discuss and adopt advice 5.1  Open Panel plenary meetings extended by half a day/year/panel 

Full list of measures: http://www.efsa.europa.eu/sites/default/files/assets/150319-ax5.pdf 
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EVIDENCE 

Transparency and Engagement in Risk Assessment 
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MEASURES USED AD HOC OR PILOTED (C1 + C2) 

10/29 measures already tested by EFSA (= 35%)  

Transparency and Engagement in Risk Assessment 

3. Define RA 
methodology 
and evidence 

3.2  Open and/or targeted call for data/information 

3.3  Consultation on the call for data/information format 

4. Prepare 
draft advice 

4.2  Proactive release of data/information in a readable/reusable 
format 

4.3  Increased accessibility to key data packages of MSs 

4.4  More feedback on the extent and on the reasons why certain 
       data were/were not used  

4.6  Public consultation on draft opinions 

4.10 Increase transparency of the weight of evidence approach 

4.12 Transparency on the identification of key studies and detailed 
        reasons to discard studies which document harmful effects 

6. 
Communicate 
advice 

6.2  Publication of applied assessment methodologies 

6.5  Structured process allowing post comments on opinions 

STEP IN THE R.A. CYCLE DESCRIPTION 
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UPDATE ON IMPACT ASSESSMENT  

OUTPUTS 

 Methodology, developed together with EFSA, to be applied 
to the 35 measures 

 Preliminary impact assessment for all 35 measures 

 Fully-fledged impact assessment for the 10 prioritised 
measures 

TIMELINE 

 December-January: interviews with stakeholders 

 January-March: survey (on-line) 

 Mid-May: findings and conclusions  

 

 

Transparency and Engagement in Risk Assessment 
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NEXT STEPS 

 March 2016:   

 EFSA presents the new Stakeholder Engagement Approach 
to the Management Board 

 May 2016:  

 Impact Assessment study outcome 
 

 June 2016:  

 Update to the Management Board on progress with C1 
measures implementation  

 Proposal to the Management Board of prioritisation of C2 
measures implementation 

 


