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* Better decisions

» Stakeholders and experts
possess knowledge and have
world views

One expected outcome:
“The quality of EFSA’s

R : : — scientific assessments will
EpIStel'T:]IC engagement be improved thanks to
expert involvement and access to a wider

stakeholder engagement evidence base and new

knowledge or expertise”

» Inter-disciplinary and intra-
disciplinary diversity -
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Together is better:
Engagement in risk assessment
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