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1. 
Executive Summary


PERIAPT1 is a preparatory action undertaken within the activities of the European Community for the networking of national or regional programs within the European research area (ERA-NET). PERIAPT aims to define measures to improve the proactive identification of emerging risks in food and feed production as key tools for ministries, national food authorities and the European Food Safety Authority (EFSA). PERIAPT has brought together partners, which are all actively involved in the management of national or regional research programs on emerging food safety risks. Within the framework of this preparatory action the partners have established for the first time a forum for the interchange of managerial information and expertise in the field of research programming on the topic of emerging risk identification within Europe.

[image: image3.wmf]VWA

–

NL

BVL

–

DE

FASFC

–

BE

ISS

–

IT 

IZZ

–

PL

EFSN members 

(

www

.

EFSN

.net)

SSA

PERIAPT

DAP

-

ELIKA 

-

ES


The project’s overarching methodology is: (1) to establish a network of research programming organisations operating in the field of food and feed safety by means of web-based communication and working groups; (2) to write documents summarising the state-of-the-art and identifying needs and gaps; (3) to organise a workshop including decision rooms to seek input and feedback from experts and relevant stakeholders; (4) to develop a masterplan for transnational joint activities within the ERA-NET scheme and, (5) to recruit other countries in addition to the current consortium. PERIAPT’s deliberations are grouped under four headings (workpackages): exchange of information on national and regional programs: state-of-the-art analysis; identification of a common research strategy and policy: analysis of needs and constraints; development of programming requirements for networking: collation of expert opinions and, the establishment of an enlarged sustainable platform: transnational joint activities.

PERIAPT started with an inventory of existing research activities on the topic of emerging risk Identification within the current European Members States and regions. From this inventory it is concluded that most programming bodies do not tackle emerging risks in specifically designed national or regional research programs. In this field research is scattered around in projects, which makes it difficult to extract a harmonised, best practice, approach from these activities. Therefore, the PERIAPT project has developed a common concept, which recommends applying a holistic approach on programming future research related to the emerging risk identification. 

What have we missed in the past and today? Traditionally, the identification and assessment of food- and feed-related risks is achieved through expertise from within the food and feed supply chains. However, due to recent developments in globalisation, food technology leading to new/altered sources of food or novel foods, climate changes (temperature rise), political and social developments, consumer behaviour and perception and more proactive risk management strategies, it becomes necessary to look for information available outside the food supply chain. Exploring only the food or feed chain for the identification of emerging risks is probably a too narrow approach and may in specific cases only identify a problem when food safety is already threatened. The necessary information is likely to be drawn from a combination of knowledge both from inside as well as from outside the food supply chain (i.e. covering the fork to farm/fisheries chain and its host environment). This holistic vision was put to the test in an international workshop held in Bonn. Invited stakeholders with different scientific and managerial expertise and representing different stakeholder groups, ranging from academia, research institutions to industry and consumer organisations, were informed of the envisaged holistic approach and were challenged to comment on the approach. Furthermore, the stakeholders were introduced to the principles of game-theoretic models to predict the impact of human behaviour on decision-making and, subsequently the evolution of emerging risks. With respect to this latter aspect, the feasibility of using game-theory in the proactive networking system was questioned. The invited outstanding expert on this topic, Nobel prize laureate Professor Dr Reinhard Selten (University Bonn), concluded that game theory can be certainly used as a proactive risk management tool as soon as the play, the actors and their interests are known, but it doesn’t hold a solution for the identification of emerging risks in the food and feed sector.

The vast majority of the stakeholder’s panel agreed that a holistic approach could be used as an instrument to identify the needs for a useful concerted research programming at the European level. One of their recommendations was to investigate the feasibility of this forward-looking approach by studying a specific group of hazards with a selected group of experts (i.e. focus group). 

Extension of the project by 3 months made it possible to carry out the recommended feasibility study with a group of scientists specialised on the topic of emerging mycotoxins (i.e. toxic compounds produced by fungi found on crops and processed products). The lesson learnt was that the holistic vision to assess emerging risks (i.e. integrating the analysis of a supply chain and its host environment) could be used successfully for programming research on this specific topic. Further development of this approach at transnational level is encouraged and helps to avoid ‘surprising’ food scares in the future. Co-operation with another preparatory action called PROFORSAFE lead to the submission of a project called SAFEFOODERA2 in which the topic of emerging risks is addressed too. Meanwhile, this project has started in August 2004 and gives the opportunity to work out the holistic vision in more detail with a large group of new and old Member States (17 in total). The novel platform of research programming bodies will work together to map areas where there are synergies and opportunities for further research programming.

To summarise, it can be concluded that PERIAPT has successfully achieved: 

· Demonstrated that stakeholders with very different interests and from all perspectives outside and inside the food and feed chain are interested and committed to working together to seek solutions based on the holistic vision (i.e. covering the fork to farm/fisheries chain and its host environment);

· Stimulated interest for future networking to focus, in depth, on the issue of emerging risk identification for European research, food safety development and policy;

· Facilitated an understanding of attitudes, expertise and knowledge from all stakeholders, which was anticipated and incorporated in the envisaged transnational research programming approach. This should in future ensure a best practice strategy to meet national, regional and European demands, while working towards future success of European research policy and programs;

· Provided an unique opportunity for research programming bodies to interact directly with all stakeholders involved in the risk analysis process including DG SANCO of the European Commission and EFSA;

· Introduced research programming bodies from the New Member States and European regions into the European research arena and research policy;

· Established excellent networks and personal contacts through this preparatory action at the national and European level;

· Has contributed towards building an increased understanding and solid foundation for improved trust between representatives of European research programming bodies;

· Sought and found an enlarged, sustainable, platform, which can realistically develop in the long term a transnational research program on emerging risks by enhanced co-operation of national and regional research programmes;

· Has been a major instrument for developing a transnational research program, which might be a major preventive instrument at the disposal of EFSA in the exercise of its risk assessment policy (Regulation (EC) No 178/2002). 

2. 
Project objectives and achievements

The project addressed the issue of how measures to improve the pro-active identification of emerging risks in food and feed can be developed that in the long term may be a major preventive instrument at the disposal of Ministries and Food Authorities, including European Food Safety Authority (EFSA), and the European Community at large in the exercise of its risk assessment policy (Regulation EC/178/2002). The measures, (Early) Warning Systems for Emerging Risks (EWS), should not be a duplication of the existing Rapid Alert System (RASFF), but an instrument in addition to it. Being an anticipatory tool for collecting information and exercising vigilance and providing evaluation of and information on (newly) emerging risks in the area of food and feed.

It was the starting point that the proposed activities can only successfully be carried out within the European context with partners from EU Member States and Candidate Countries. Another starting point was to aim first at developing preparatory actions by a combination of working groups, a work conference and communication tools as brought here together. 

2.1
The main objective and achievements

The final goal was to establish the basis of a sustainable network on Emerging Risks by carrying out preparatory  activities between the national and regional research programming institutions leading to concrete deliverables regarding mutual information and co-operation in joint activities. Which means that the project resulted in possibilities to design a future ERA-NET proposal on new effective, pro-active, procedures for risk analysis with the option to prevent risks, showing high levels of transparency with active industrial and public engagement, and improved risk management. This networking will contribute to efforts to restore consumer confidence in a safe and sound food and feed supply as stipulated in the ‘EU General Food Law’. 

The primary achievement is the establishment of a European platform of 21 participants from15 Member States, 3 Associated Countries and 3 regional organisations representing 450 million European citizens (Table 3, page 12). From each organisation one representative from a public body responsible for financing or managing research activities on food safety issues carried out at national or regional level has been appointed to the Steering Committee which will have overall responsibility for directing the work of a future ERA-NET (Appendix 3).
2.2
The sub-objectives (tasks) and achievements

The main objective was met by addressing in working groups five complementary and interacting sub-objectives or tasks in order to set up a scientific co-operationships (forum building) between the national programming institutions leading to a concrete, sound and structured deliverable: a sustainable network for mutual information and co-operation in joint activities within this priority area (i.e. Emerging Risks). This was achieved by working in groups step by step along the following levels of tasks.

2.2.1
To mutually open national research agendas and resources and developing a credible networking among Ministries and Food Authorities;

The task achievement was the established PERIAPT start forum as presented in Table 1, page 7.

PERIAPT participated in the Copenhagen workshop of PROFORSAFE (29-30th of January 2004) in order to establish the European Ad hoc Group (EahG) discussing the methodology, the instruments and the roadmap to be used to implement a sustainable future ERA-NET in Processing for Food Safety. Moreover, trust and mutual understanding was created between PROFORSAFE and PERIAPT by focusing on information exchange and strategic activities, and to jointly build a sustained cooperation.

2.2.2
Tp determine an overview of the advantages (synergies) and disadvantages (barriers) of a harmonised strategy, including a strategy to restore consumer confidence by pro-active risk management. Efforts will focus in the first instance on describing a successful action plan for the road to reach a harmonised European strategy on a pro-active identification of emerging risks in food and feed production;

Table 1. 
Periapt consortium
	Role
	No.
	Participant name
	Short name
	Country
	Date enter project month
	Date exit project month

	CO
	1
	Voedsel en Waren Autoriteit
	VWA
	NL
	1
	9

	CR
	2
	National Food and Nutrition Institute
	IZZ
	PL
	1
	 9

	CR
	3
	Istituto Superiore della Sanità
	ISS
	IT
	1
	9

	CR
	4
	Bundesamt für Verbraucherschutz und Lebensmittelsicherheit
	BVL
	DE
	1
	9

	CR
	5
	Scientific Committee of the Federal Agency for the Safety of the Food Chain
	FAVV/FASCF
	BE
	1
	9

	CR
	   6
	Dirección de Investigación Agropesquera y Alimentaria del Gobierno Vasco 
	DAP-ELIKA
	ESP
	6 
	9


A questionnaire was developed and tested among the PERIAPT partners and other Governmental reseatch programming bodies to enhance the preparation of future exchange of management programmes and evaluation practices on a European scale (Appendix 1).
An action plan was developed based on the host environment analysis. Briefly, this holistic approach means the exploration of a larger area of disciplines and a variety of different fields of expertise, which are more or less related to the food production chain. An explanation of this envisaged approach has been put to test on the workshop in Bonn (5-6th of July 2004) and is as part of the white paper (Appendix 2).

2.2.3 
To assess the effectiveness of possible strategies and transnational programming activities. This was achieved by seeking feedback on the white paper through a work conference where stakeholders across the EU taking due consideration of the information arising from the white paper. Particular account was taken of integrating their recommendations, needs and attitudes.

The stakeholders (e.g. policy-makers and research managers of industry, media, governments, food safety authorities, research institutions, NGOs and consumer organisations, together with representatives of USDA/FDA, OECD, FAO, EFSA, DG SANCO and the co-ordinators of PROFORSAFE and IP-project SAFEFOODS), exchanged information of the identification of emerging risks and required national/regional research infrastructures, emphasising the host environment analysis (holistic approach). During the meeting Prof Dr Reinhard Zelten (Nobel laureate on game theory) reflected on the possibilities of game-theoretical models to contribute to a transnational programme in our field of interest. Generally speaking, the invited experts (programme managers of industry, the programme makers from the ministries, research councils or other national funding agencies) were in favour of the programming process PERIAPT envisaged, and that it will be a tremendous task in order to provide long lasting benefits. 

2.2.4
To define programming criteria, taking into account relevant actions and credible systems as will be also recommended by the work conference and correlating them too with the outputs of existing national programmes and those of ongoing FP6-funded research;

The governmental, institutional and industrial challenges at the level of science and research management, including new opportunities and gaps, was defined within the PERIAPT topics using, among others, the output of invited stakeholders at the workshop in Bonn as well as of an expert focus group on mycotoxins. The proceedings of the workshop are in press.

2.2.5
To develop a broader platform of programme makers by structuring the possibilities how the networking must be develop and operate in the future within the ERA-NET scheme;
The task achievement was the identification of 26 organisations from 21 European Countries that were interested in coordinating the Food Safety aspects of their ongoing national/regional programmes with the ongoing NRA-NET in Processing for Food Safety.
The task achievement was the agreed methodology on emerging risk identification used to prepare the Coordinated Action ERA-NET proposal “SAFEFOODERA” (Appendix 3). On subsequent evaluation the proposal obtained a high score, 27 of a maximum of 30 points, and was selected for contract negotiations.
3. Workpackages activities

Table 2 shows the planned and realised involvement in person month of the consortium in the workpackages activities. The details are described in the workpackage descriptions.
Table 2. 
Involvement in person-month of the consortium per WP and tasks.
	
	VWA


	IZZ
	ISS

 
	BVL


	FAVV

ASFCA


	DAP-ELIKA
	TOTAL


	Specific Activities  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	WP1 

Planned

Realised

Difference 
	1.5

1.0

  - 0.5
	0.5

0.5
	1.0

1.0
	1.0

2.0

 + 1.0
	0.5

0.5
	0.0

0.0


	5.0

	WP2 

Planned

Realised

Difference
	1.5

1.0

  - 0.5
	0.5

0.5
	1.0

1.0
	1.0

1.0
	0.5

0.5


	0.0

0.2


	4.2

	WP3

Planned

Realised 

Difference
	4.0

4.0
	1.5

1.5
	2.0

2.0
	0.5

1.5

 + 1.0
	0.5

0.5
	1.0

1.0
	10.5

	WP4

Planned

Realised

Difference
	2.0

2.0
	0.5

0.5
	2.0

2.0
	0.5

0.5
	0.5

0.5
	1.0

1.0
	6.5

	Total ‘specific activities’
	8.0
	3.0
	6.0
	5.0
	2.0
	2.2
	26.2


	Consortium activities
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	WP1

Planned

Realised
	0.5

0.5
	0.0
	0.0
	1.0

1.0
	0.0
	0.0
	1.5

	WP2

Planned

Realised 
	0.5

0.5
	0.0
	1.0

1.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	1.5

	WP3

Planned

Realised 
	1.5

1.5
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	1.5

	WP4

Planned

Realised

Difference
	1.5

2.0

 + 0.5
	0.5

0.0

 - 0.5
	0.0
	0.0
	0.5
	0.0
	2.5

	Total ‘management’ 
	4.5
	   0.0
	1.0
	1.0
	0.5
	0.0
	7.0


	TOTAL per PARTICIPANT
	12.0
	3.0
	7.0
	6.0
	2.5
	2.2
	


	Overall TOTAL EFFORTS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	33.2


3.1
 State of the art analysis (inventory)

	Workpackage number 
	WP 1
	Start date or starting event:
	1/W49-4/W09

	Participant id
	P1
	P2
	P3
	P4
	P5
	P6
	Total

	Person-months per participant:
	1.5
	0.5
	1.0
	3.0
	0.5
	0.0
	6.5


	Objectives 

To determine the current activities related to the research on pro-active identification of emerging risks in food production supervised by the European food authorities.

State of the art analysis (inventory)

	Technical progress
Exchange of information and initial network building  

Using a questionnaire the national/regional and Cie programming situation, as it is in Europe at the moment, has been investigated. Belgium, Poland, United Kingdom, Germany, Basque Country, Norway, Czech Republic, The Netherlands and Italy have responded to it. It is concluded that Emerging Risks research projects are highly scattered within the different research programmes among the EU Member States. Moreover, there is not yet a good insight on what should be called by a policy-maker or research-manager as Emerging Risk research. It was concluded that this might be a reason for the observed low response rate due to the fact of a lack of understanding of the term Emerging Risks or its definitions as , for instance, mentioned by the General Food Law, article 34 etc. A more detailed work-out of the inventory will be incorporated in the finalised white paper.


In April 2004 a website (www.periapt.net) has been launched as a tool to disseminate and exchange information. Especially, the website consists both of a public site (with anonymous access) and a so-called extranet that is available for members only (web-based project management). It was approved by the PMT that persons / organisations who wish to inspect the progress of PERIAPT should get access by the read only mode. 



	Deviation of the project work programme 

An agreed methodology and questionnaire were developed according to the work programme. However, the low response from the majority of the European countries consulted lead to the decision to continue with face-to-face meetings in order to include additional (non-) governmental European funded research programmes.  

Thereto, during the Copenhagen workshop of the ERA-NET SSA project PROFORSAFE the roadmap was explored that could be used to implement a sustainable future ERANET in Processing for Food Safety i.e. emerging risk identification.


3.2
 Vision development
	Workpackage number 
	WP 2
	Start date or starting event:
	1/W03–5/W23

	Participant id
	P1
	P2
	P3
	P4
	P5
	P6
	Total

	Person-months per participant:
	1.5
	0.5
	2.0
	1.0
	0.5
	0.2
	 5.7


	Objectives 

To determine the requirements and possibilities related the development of a European strategy for tuning in and co-ordination of research programmes required for pro-active identification of emerging risks in food production

Analysis of needs and constraints (vision development)

	Technical progress 

Development of a harmonised strategy.

To that end, a benchmarking exercise was developed to assess the quality and quantity performance complementarity or gap in the field of emerging risk identification across the participating members and their food, feed and/or nutritional programming systems. This tool was applied to analyse the collected information on the ongoing food and feed safety and nutrition programmes (i.e. inventory). It was concluded that the topic emerging risk identification was scattered all over food safety programs or even absent. The complementarities or gaps between the participating programming bodies could therefore not been identified as well as the selection of a ‘best practice’ in infrastructure and management practices at both body and national or regional level. 

The trends in prevention and mitigation of food and feed related risks to human health are from reactive to proactive identification and from controlling the final products towards whole production chains. To identify emerging risks the team considered the adoption of these trends as being not enough. To control emerging risks proactively it was concluded that much more knowledge and information will be needed than is available within the production chain it-self. An action plan was therefore developed based on the host environment analysis. Briefly, this holistic approach means the exploration of a larger area of disciplines and a variety of different fields of expertise, which are more or less related to the food production chain. An explanation of this envisaged approach was put to test on the workshop in Bonn (5-6th of July 2004) and documented as part of the white paper (Appendix 2).



	Deviation of the project work programme  
PERIAPT participated in the Copenhagen workshop of PROFORSAFE (29-30th of January 2004) in order to establish the European Ad hoc Group discussing the methodology, the instruments and the roadmap to be used to implement a sustainable future ERA-NET in Processing for Food Safety. At that occasion trust and mutual understanding was created between PROFORSAFE and PERIAPT by focusing on information exchange and strategic activities.

On the basis of the very limited overview of the (dis-) advantages of working towards a harmonised European strategy in the field of emerging risk identification among old and new Member State (i.e. highly fragmented or absent) it was decided to develop an own managerial approach for the best networking environment for suitable and effective interactions in terms of transnational research programming in the field of emerging risks.


3.3
 Collation of external opinions (stakeholders)
	Workpackage number 
	WP3
	Start date or starting event:
	1/W14-5/W31

	Participant id
	P1
	P2
	P3
	P4
	P5
	P6
	Total

	Person-months per participant:
	5.5
	1.5
	2.0
	1.5
	0.5
	1.0
	12.0


	Objectives 

To collect and collate the opinion of third parties on the outcome of WP 1 and WP 2. These third parties will be representatives/experts of a wide variety of additional disciplines.

Collation of external opinions (agenda setting)

	Technical progress 

The outcome (of WP 1 and WP 2) put to the test

In this part of the preparatory actions the outcome of WP1 and WP 2 were put to the test by inviting others (third parties) to give their opinion on the outcome so far. The interested policy-makers and research managers of industry, media, governments, food safety authorities, research institutions, NGOs and consumer organisations, together with representatives of USDA/FDA, OECD, FAO, EFSA, DG SANCO and the co-ordinators of PROFORSAFE and IP-project SAFEFOODS, were invited to a closed preparatory workshop in Bonn on 5-6th of July 2004 to exchange information of the identification of emerging risks and required national/regional research infrastructures, emphasising the host environment analysis (holistic approach). During the meeting Prof Dr Reinhard Selten (Nobel laureate on game theory) reflected on the possibilities of game-theoretical models to contribute to a transnational programme in our field of interest. In addition, the mayor of Bonn invited all participants and organisers of the workshop (Appendix 3). Generally speaking, the invited experts (programme managers of industry, the programme makers from the ministries, research councils or other national funding agencies) were in favour of the programming process PERIAPT envisaged, and that it will be a tremendous task in order to provide long lasting benefits. 

The keynote lectures, brainstorms, roundtables, Expert Choice and reflections by Reinhard Selten offered the consortium main instruments to collect the opinions. Additionally, the white paper was revised and publications is in progress (Appendix 2).

An agreed methodology, instruments and a roadmap was achieved to identifying the best network criteria and programming requirements in order to be successful in terms of discriminating underlying possibilities and impossibilities of establishing an transnational programme on emerging risks as foreseen by the EU General Food Law.

	Deviation of the project work programme 

The work plan was completed as planned. However, the number of face-to-face meetings was increased due to the overwhelming response from the stakeholders at the workshop organised in Bonn.


3.4
 White paper and Joint activities
	Workpackage number 
	WP4
	Start date or starting event:
	3/W21-2/W36

	Participant id
	P1
	P2
	P3
	P4
	P5
	P6
	Total

	Person-months per participant:
	4.0
	0.5
	2.0
	0.5
	1.0
	1.0
	9.0


	Objectives 

To compile a final white paper on emerging risks and to recruit other countries that creates a sound basis for the development of a European strategy for tuning and co-ordination of research programmes required for pro-active identification of emerging risks in food and feed production.

Release of White paper and basis of a sustainable network

	Technical progress 

Implementation of the white paper and other joint activities into a sustainable network.

This workpackage finalised the preparatory actions (i.e. white paper) and implied the development of a sustainable network. The white paper (Appendix 2) will be printed and distributed within all Member, candidate member and associated member states as part of recruiting new managerial and scientific ideas for a broader network.

During the Copenhagen workshop the established European Ad hoc Group (EahG) discussed the methodology, the instruments and the roadmap to be used to implement a sustainable future ERANET in Processing for Food Safety. The basic idea was to establish trust and mutual understanding by focusing on information exchange and strategic activities, and to build sustained cooperation through joint and transnational activities.

The developed methodology was subsequently written into a Coordinated Action ERA-NET proposal called SAFEFOODERA. The developed methodology was further used to form one large European ERA-NET in food safety by merging the PERIAPT initiative with the specific support action ERA-NET PROFIORSAFE into one larger consortium. The developed methodology was presented to the Commission through a Coordinated Action ERANET proposal “SAFEFOODERA” in March 2004. The proposal got a high score, 27 of a maximum of 30 points, and was selected for contract negotiations. 

	Deviation of the project work programme 

The work plan was completed as planned. However, originally one of our final deliverables, i.e. delivery D8 to CIE in September 2004, would be the identification of Member States or Associated Countries that were interested in coordinating their ongoing national/regional programmes with the ongoing PERIAPT network on identifying emerging risks (e.g. basis of a sustainable network). 

In October 2003 (VWA-Headquarters, The Hague) through a face-to-face meeting with representatives of the ongoing SSA ERA-NET in Processing PROFORSAFE their aim and work plan was presented to us, whereas we have discussed with them PERIAPT.  Finally, this face-to-face meeting has resulted in the network of interested Member States and associated countries as illustrated in Table 3, page 12.

In February 2004, the EU Commission expressed an interest in forming one large European ERA-NET in food safety, and both the EAhG and the PMT of PERIAPT decided to merge our initiative and the specific support action ERA-NET PROFORSAFE into one larger consortium to fulfill these requirements.

The developed methodology was presented to the Commission through a Coordinated Action ERA-NET proposal “SAFEFOODERA” in March 2004. The proposal got a high score, 27 of a maximum of 30 points, and was selected for contract negotiations. Which means that PERIAPT has succeeded to finalise deliverable D8 before August 2004.


Table 3.  The CA SAFEFOODERA ERA-NET project

	Partic.

Role

	Partic.

No.
	Participant name
	Participant

short name
	Country

	CO
	1
	The Nordic Innovation Centre
	NICe
	Norway

	CR
	2
	The Nordic Council of Ministers
	NCM
	Denmark

	CR
	3
	The Research Council of Norway
	RCN
	Norway

	CR
	4
	The National Technology Agency of Finland
	Tekes
	Finland

	CR
	5
	The Swedish Agency for Innovation Systems
	VINNOVA
	Sweden

	CR
	6
	The Icelandic Centre for Research
	Rannis
	Iceland

	CR
	7
	The Danish Ministry of Science, Technology and Innovation
	VTU
	Denmark

	CR
	8
	The Food Standards Agency, United Kingdom
	FSA UK
	United Kingdom

	CR
	9
	Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality, The Netherlands
	LNV
	Netherlands

	CR
	10
	The Italian National Institute for Public Health, Instituto Superiore di Sanità (ISS)
	ISS
	Italy

	CR
	11
	The French Ministry of Research and New Technologies
	MNRT
	France

	CR
	12
	Bundesamt für Verbraucherschutz und Lebensmittelsicherheit/

Bundesinstitute fuer Risikobewertung
	BVL/BfR
	Germany

	CR
	13
	The Scientific and Technical Research Council of Turkey
	TUBITAK
	Turkey

	CR
	14
	Nemzeti Kutatási és Technológiai Hivatal

(National Office of Research and Technology), Hungary

	NKTH
	Hungary

	CR
	15
	The Portuguese Foundation for Science and Technology Research
	FCT
	Portugal

	CR
	16
	Republic of Slovenia Ministry of Education, Science and Sport
	MESS
	Slovenia

	CR
	17
	The Research Promotion Foundation of Cyprus
	RPF
	Cyprus

	CR
	18
	The Dutch Food and Consumer Product Safety Authority
	VWA
	Netherlands

	CR
	19
	Federaal Agentschap voor de Veillgheid van de Voedselketen, Belgium
	FASFC
	Belgium

	CR
	20
	Dirección de Investigación Agropesquera y Alimentaria del Departamento de Agricultura y Pesca del Gobierno Vasco, 
	DAP-ELIKA
	Basque Country

	CR
	21
	Instytut Zywnosci l Zywienia, Poland
	IZZ
	Poland


4. Deliverables

The list of project deliverables and delivery dates is presented in table 4. The details are described below.

Table 4. 
List of project deliverables
	No
	Title of Deliverable
	WP no
	Date due to according Annex I to the contract month
	Date submitted month


	D1
	Delivery of inventory report on current research activities supervised by the European Ministries and Food Authorities. 
	1
	3
	2

	D2
	Delivery of an electronic platform for continuous exchange of information on research related to emerging risk identification. 
	1
	2.5
	1.5

	D3
	An overview of the advantages and disadvantages of a harmonised European strategy, including a strategy to restore consumer confidence by pro-active risk management. 
	2
	5.5
	4

	D4
	An action plan describing the road to reach a harmonised European strategy on pro-active identification of emerging risks in food and feed production (“White Paper”).
	2
	6.0
	6

	D5
	A report, which consists of, collated opinions of third parties on the issue of emerging and unforeseen risks as produced in WP1 a WP2.
	3
	7.5
	7.5

	D6
	Revised white paper
	3
	8
	8

	D7
	Delivery of a report on ongoing FP6 research projects in the field of emerging and unforeseen risks
	4
	8.5
	11

	  D8
	Basis of a European network strategy on pro-active identification of emerging risk in food and feed production
	4
	9
	6


4.1 D1 – An inventory of ongoing research activities in Member States or Associated countries

The inventory is presented in the White Paper (Appendix 2, Chapter 1).

4.2 D2 – Delivery of an electronic platform for information exchange

The electronic platform is presented on www.periapt.net and will be in the future part of the website of SAFEFOODERA (www.safefoodera.net).

4.3 D3 – Overview of advantages and disadvantages of a harmonised European strategy

The scientific, managerial and industrial challenges, including new opportunities and gaps, within the context of the topic emerging risk identification was discussed using a Nordic Expert Group and European ad hoc Group (EahG) at the Copenhagen meeting of PROFORSAFE (Copenhagen, January 2004), including deliberations on the approach of Rabobank International (presented at the kick-off meeting on 5 December 2003 in the Hague) and the vision on future risk management as report by OECD (2003: Emerging Systemic Risks in the 21th Century). The developed vision was presented to the divers panel of stakeholders through the workshop in Bonn in July 2004 (Appendix  2, Chapter 3.3). 

4.4 D4 – Action plan to identify emerging risks (white paper)

During the preparatory workshop in Bonn on 5-6 July 2004 the need for a European-wide holistic approach was questioned. The stakeholders recruited from academia, research institutions, governmental organisations (regional, national and EU), industry, international organisations and NGO’s including consumers suggested to continue with the envisaged action and related activities as were identified in the workshop briefing papers (Appendix 2, Chapers 2.3 and 3.2).

4.5 D5 – Report collating stakeholders opinions

The developed methodology was presented to the stakeholders and the Commission (DG Research and SANCO) including EFSA through the aforementioned workshop in July 2004. The comments and recommendations have been summarised in the white paper as presented in Appendix 2 (Chapter 5).

4.6 D6 – Revised white paper

Extension of the PERIAPT project by the aforementioned expert focus group allowed increased focus on crosscutting issues, such as the definition of a list of critical factors from the host environment using the expertise from various other disciplines and the assessment of data sourcesFor more details, see Appendix 2 (Chapters 3.4 and 4).

4.7 D7 - Reviewed ongoing programs and practices

The ongoing research programs in the field of emerging and unforeseen risks are summarised in the white paper, presented as Appendix  2 (Chapter 1).

4.8 D8 - Joint strategic topics from ongoing national/regional research programmes

The developed methodology was presented to the Commission through a Coordinated Action ERA-NET proposal “SAFEFOODERA” in March 2004 (Appendix 3). The proposal got a high score, 27 of a maximum of 30 points, and was selected for contract negotiations.
The joint strategic topics selected to further discussions in SAFEFOODERA are: Risk analysis in food safety, Process induced risk, Traceability, Campylobacter/Pathogens, Contaminants and Emerging risk. A more detailed review is presented in Appendix 4 of this report.

5. Special reports

Integrating the Gender Dimension

The project recognised the importance of equal opportunities between women and men and wished to initiate activities to promote gender equality in the preparatory actions and research area under investigation of these preparatory actions. To ensure proper execution of the work plan, work packages and management tasks the consortium assigned the overall management co-ordinator with this responsibility. To promote the participation of women the following activities were initiated:

· To stimulate occupation of leading position in work packages by women. As yet this policy resulted in the occupation of 33% of the positions in the Project Management Team (PMT) by women;

· To develop an inquiry to determine the degree of women’s participation in the future networking, to determine needs for improvement and to develop plans to increase their participation;

· To develop plans to determine which aspects of the project are most relevant for gender mutation i.e. a gender expert will be hired to this end.

6. Appendix (See second Volume)

Appendix 1. Questionnaire: Emerging Risk Identification – Inventory of European

National and Regional research in this priority field.

Appendix 2. White Paper – Emerging Risk Identification in Food and Feed for Human Health

Appendix 3. SAFEFOODERA, Food Safety – Forming a European platform for protecting consumers against health risks, Annex I - Description of Work

Appendix 4. Comments of Hubert Noteborn on the Report on current food safety issues in the European Union. The challenges of the next decade and the opportunities for scientific research. Hofstra, H. and Wirtanen, G., 2004 (SSA ERA-NET PROFORSAFE)

Appendix 5. Deliverable D8: A short periodic activity report

Appendix 6: Start page PERIAPT website (www.periapt.net)

Appendix 7. PERIAPT presentation, Emerging Risks – 

Presented at the kick-off meeting of SAFEFOODERA (Forming a European platform for protecting consumers against health risks), Kranjska Gora (Slovenia)

2 more information available on � HYPERLINK http://www.safefoodera.net ��www.safefoodera.net�


� CO = Coordinator, CR = Contractor;  Bold  = PERIAPT members
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