x*
x
‘V-i

efsam

European Food Safety Authority

_

Evaluation of the 34™ Focal Point meeting

ENGAGEMENT AND COOPERATION UNIT

Summary

This report aims to provide the results of the assessment of the 34" Focal Point meeting. Participants to the last Focal
Point meeting have been invited to respond to a survey and provide feedback on logistics and content of the event.
Statistics on participation (members and observers)

Expected participants Actual participants Survey response rate
30 30 90%

Feedback from participants

Overall, participants were satisfied with the way the event was organised (positive rates above 95%), both on content
and logistics.

Table 1 | Logistics and Administration
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Table 2 | Information and Communications
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Table 3 | Content of the Event I

Content of the Event 1
100% S

90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%
Baseline 34th MTG Baseline 34th MTG Baseline 34th MTG

Quality of Guest Speakers |Quality of items on strategic Quality of topics concerning
issues Focal Point tasks and
activities

m Excellent = Good Average " Below Average ®Poor




o+
B3
B
.

efsam

European Food Safety Authority

Table 4 | Content of the Event 1II
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Content of the Event II
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Table 5 | Web Conferencing
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100% 1.5% 7 4%
4% 11.1% 0 10.49
90% 14.8% 0.4%
21.2%

80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

Baseline 34th MTG Baseline 34th MTG Baseline 34th MTG Baseline 34th MTG
Quality of the audio Quality of the video Overall quality of web Usefulness of web
communication communication conferencing (including conferencing
remote desktop sharing
and stability of
connection)
M Excellent = Good Average [ Below Average M Poor




»*
ES
B
.

efsam

European Food Safety Authority \

The overall satisfaction level (content and logistics) is as follows:

Overall satisfaction level
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Comments
Category Comments Suggestions
Logistics No comments NA
Information and communication No comments NA
Content No comments Anticipate the update on key feature

dates at the beginning of the meeting

Additional questions and suggestions on content

Question Feedback Comments
Relevant topics for national use Review of FP GA, guidance on
uncertainty in EFSA scientific NA
assessment, RARA follow up actions,
database on national RA activities
Most helpful Informal networking, RARA, update
on EFSA work on uncertainty, NA
demonstration on the use of the
database for planned RA activities
Less useful topics
FP evaluation of 33rd FP meeting NA
General suggestions for meeting Include fewer topics in the agenda
improvement and allow more time for discussions
and networking.
The role of the FP concerning the Include in the agenda more strategic
RARA event was not very clear (i.e. items and “real RA topics”.
potential collaborators, funders, Clarify the role of FPs in the follow up of
brokers, audience?). the implementation of the EU RAA
Also the FP link to the EU RAA & project ideas.

Delphi study could be made clearer
namely on next steps to make the
projects happen.

Overall, the meeting can be considered successful; participants appreciated the discussion and the topics presented.
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