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Notes for agenda item 7.1 Emerging Risks 
 

Background: 

A presentation on the Emerging Risks identification process and the Emerging Risks 

Exchange Network (EREN) activities was given at the 60th Advisory Forum meeting (8-

9/6/16 Utrecht). It was agreed to have a future discussion on improving the 

collaboration between MS and the AF engagement in the process. The topic of Emerging 

Risks identification in food and feed has been ranked by the AF as a priority for the EU 

Risk assessment agenda and recognised as an area of great interest for collaboration. A 

thematic grant in the area of methodological development was launched by EFSA in July 

2016 and included a call for proposals on methods and systems for the identification of 

emerging food risks; the award process is in its final stages. 

The discussion at the 62nd AF meting intended to build upon point VI of the AF 

declaration of commitment on “pooling knowledge on potential or emerging risks to food 

safety” and seek the AF members’ advice on open information sharing.  

Presentation: 

Tobin Robinson (SCER Unit), as Chair of the session, and Ana Afonso (SCER Unit) as 

Emerging Risks team leader, briefly presented the process in place for emerging risks 

identification  focusing on examples of “success” stories of identified issues and their 

follow up research and risk assessment activities: Lumpy skin disease, Energy drinks, 

Ciguatera, Microplastics and Ebola. The presentation also highlighted the complexity of 

the process and the need to share signals and methods to avoid unnecessary duplication 

of efforts. The presentation also pointed at the importance of developing a common 

information system where all MSs can contribute and benefit from each other’s 

experience. Finally the presentation discussed the need to enhance communication and 

transparency with different stakeholders and the proposal for a different reporting 

system and an Emerging Risks knowledge database.    

Breakout sessions: 

The AF members were divided in 4 groups and asked to discuss the issues raised during 

the presentation and provide answer to the following questions: 

 What information regarding emerging issues identified at MS level can be 

shared and with whom? 

 When in the Emerging risks identification process should information be 

shared beyond the MS network? 

 What measures would facilitate communication and dissemination activities? 

At the end of the breakout session each group provided feedback to the plenary 

meeting. 

Outcomes of the discussion: 

Following the individual feedback provided by the different groups, the Chair summarised 

the discussion on the interaction between the EREN and the AF. 

 It was highlighted that definitions are important.  
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It is fundamental to have the same understanding within the Emerging Risks community 

of what is a concern, what is an emerging issue, what is an emerging risk and when an 

issue becomes a risk.  

 All groups identified as of primary importance a broader sharing of information 

regarding emerging issues identified with MS and the whole RA community. To 

support the whole process it was suggested to build on the existing initiatives to 

reinforce and maintain an emerging risks community. 

 

In particular it was proposed that EREN members would be more open and proactive in 

disseminating the information they exchange during EREN meetings. We should move 

toward a European community on Emerging risks where information is circulated also to 

Focal Points, Advisory Forum members, national agencies, academia and scientific 

societies and vice versa. It was suggested to move towards a more regional approach in 

gathering information. 

Sharing of knowledge and methodologies should avoid unnecessary duplication of 

efforts, and allow for building on each other’s experience. 

 The current Emerging Risks process has an important role in screening disparate 

information. This kind of information needs to be filtered and validated in order to 

provide added value.  

 While opening up the process of information exchange we should be cautious not to 

create unnecessary alert therefore particular attention should be paid to the 

communication aspects. 

 RASFF is not appropriate for sharing emerging issues. 

It was proposed that the EREN would perform an initial assessment of the issue and 

depending on the sensitivity of the issue would decide what and with whom to share the 

information. This should be shared early in the process in an open manner but with 

different level of access to the information depending on the audience. 

It was acknowledged that there are limitations to sharing of information on emerging 

risks between MS and EFSA depending on the nature of the risk, e.g. because the finding 

may be within the remit of OIE, EC or ECDC. 

It was agreed that, because of its focus on immediate risks, RASFF would not be the 

appropriate platform to share emerging issues. However, a similar platform should be 

created for emerging risks, where signals of potential future risks could be shared. This 

should be complemented by national strategies to collect feedback on the issues (now 

done heterogeneously at MS level). 

 There’s a need for tools for information gathering and screening. 

 

To facilitate the Emerging Risks process it is therefore important to develop a common 

communication system to share briefing notes with MS networks of expertise. Thereto, 

an online platform should be created. It was agreed that this platform should be as open 

as possible to exchange information. Controlled access and different level of access to 

the information can be considered for sensitive issues.  

 Uncertainties and communication. 

 

It is important to build a communication/dissemination strategy to channel the 

information, reach all institutional stakeholders, and reduce the chance of 

misinterpretation. This strategy should take into consideration the intrinsic uncertainty 

around the emerging issues identified. The current Annual Emerging Risks activity report 

was not found effective enough in delivering in due time the information on emerging 

issues identified. Possible actions proposed to strengthen the communication strategy 

included: i) circulation of the minutes of the EREN meeting also with e.g. Focal points to 

increase awareness of the issues discussed; ii) creation of an Emerging Risks newsletter, 
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RSS-feed or push e-mail to inform target groups; iii) Annual workshop on Emerging 

Issues/Risks and related methodologies; iv) improve current content of EFSA website on 

ERs. 


