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 The meeting started at 11:05 with Eva KAILI, MEP and STOA Chair, in the chair. 

1. Adoption of the draft agenda (PE 690.018) 

 The Chair informed Members that, due to coronavirus-related restrictions, the meeting was conducted via the 

Interactio teleconferencing tool. She added that interpretation is available in English, French, German and 

Italian, and the meeting was being webstreamed. 

 She further announced that Atidzhe ALIEVA-VELI (Renew, BG) had been appointed on 18 March 2021 as 

one of the representatives of the Committee on Employment and Social Affairs (EMPL) on the STOA Panel 

in replacement of Yana TOOM (Renew, EE). 

− She then announced that the draft agenda was in the dossier and, as there were no requests for changes or 

additions, it was deemed adopted. 

2. Approval of draft minutes – STOA Panel meeting of 19 March 2021 (PE 690007) 

 The Chair announced that the draft minutes of the Panel meeting of 19 March 2021 were in the dossier and, 

as there were no requests for changes, they were deemed approved (as in the file). 

3. STOA projects and other activities 

 The Chair informed the Panel that ongoing STOA projects and other activities were listed in the respective 

tables to be found in the dossier. The following online workshops were planned for the coming weeks: 

 ‘Health and economic benefits of microbiomes’: 11 May 2021, 14:00-16:30 (Lead Panel Member: Eva 

KAILI, Administrator responsible: Gianluca QUAGLIO); 

 Presentation of the STOA studies on health and environmental impacts of 5G: 25 May 2021, 15:00-16:30 

(Lead Panel Members: Ivo HRISTOV and Michèle RIVASI, Administrator responsible: Gianluca 

QUAGLIO). The ‘Knowledge map on 5G technology’ of the European Science-Media Hub (ESMH) will 

be also presented (Lead Panel Member: Eva KAILI, Administrator responsible: Svetla TANOVA). 

 She then reported that the cabinet of Maroš ŠEFČOVIČ, European Commission Vice-President responsible 

for Interinstitutional Relations and Foresight, had confirmed his availability for the exchange of views with 

the Panel focusing on the 2021 Strategic Foresight Report at the Panel meeting scheduled for 16 July 2021. 

 The Chair also informed the Panel that the Secretariat had received the project proposal for a workshop on ‘A 

European research platform to exploit the complex natural substances for health’ from MEP and Panel member 

Patrizia TOIA. It was being assessed by the Secretariat and would be discussed in a subsequent Panel meeting. 

 The Chair then reported that the STOA Bureau had endorsed a proposal from the Secretariat for a new format 

of STOA events, aimed to replace the ‘breakfast meetings’. These would provide an alternative to Panel 

presentations and workshops, both of which could be subject to substantial delays due to calendar congestion 

and human resource limitations as the quantity of studies and events had grown. The new kind of events would 

be called ‘STOA meets experts’, inspired from the first, very successful online event, entitled ‘STOA meets 

experts on COVID-19’, that STOA organised under the lockdown, on 23 April 2020. The concept was to 

deliver a ‘lighter’ format that minimised the human resource burden, while still delivering high-visibility 

interaction between Members and experts. According to the note distributed with the dossier, a targeted, one-

hour meeting could run as follows: Introduction by Lead Panel Member: 5 min; Study presentation by experts: 

10-15 min; Statement(s) by 1-2 additional expert(s): 5-10 min, Q&A/Discussion: 30 min: Closing by Lead 

Panel Member: 5 min. If two STOA studies were presented, this could be extended to 90 minutes. 
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 The Chair also reported that Members of the Committee on Culture and Education (CULT) had shown interest 

in the ESMH study ‘Disinformation and Science: A survey of the gullibility of students with regard to false 

scientific news’ and had organised a presentation of the survey by the authors at their meeting of 19 April 

2021. In addition, the Chair mentioned that the ESMH had published an interview with Professor Wayne 

KOFF, president of the Human Vaccines Project, on the potential role of artificial intelligence (AI) in 

designing better, safer and faster vaccines. 

 The Chair then informed the Panel that the ESMH team has been working on a publication looking into the 

challenges related to the Digital Green Certificate proposed in March 2021 by the European Commission and 

that the ESMH would monitor the discussions taking place on the topic online  on conventional and social 

media. Furthermore, the Chair mentioned that the ESMH had published on its webpage the March 2021 edition 

of the monthly report summarising the main false claims on COVID-19 circulating on social media. 

 The Chair reported that the webinar ‘Science and misinformation: the first pandemic in the digital age’, 

organised by the ESMH on 22 March 2021 in cooperation with the EP Liaison Office in Lisbon, had been 

attended by around 50 journalists and science communicators. The rich debate had been summarised in a short 

report  in English  and was published on the ESMH webpage. 

 The Chair announced that the Panel was taking note of the ongoing activities and endorsing their continuation. 

The Panel further approved the new format of STOA events. 

4. Update on STOA’s International Advisory Board and C4AI 

 The Chair explained that the Secretariat was continuing its collaboration with the Organisation for Economic 

Cooperation and Development (OECD) to produce three podcasts. Recording sessions had been scheduled for 

the first podcast, and the details and speakers for the second and third podcasts were being finalised. 

 The Chair further mentioned that International Advisory Board (INAB) member Brent HOBERMAN had 

withdrawn his membership, explaining that he did not have the availability to be involved in STOA’s INAB. 

She further indicated that she would be submitting proposals for additional potential INAB members. 

 The Bureau took note of the activities in relation to STOA’s INAB and endorsed their continuation. 

5. Presentation of the outcomes of the Technology Assessment study on ‘Aligning behaviour and the 

European Green Deal after COVID-19: Technology as an enabler’ 

 The Chair introduced the subject, noting in particular the timeliness of discussing policy options related to the 

Green Deal after COVID-19. She then welcomed and introduced Annika HEDBERG and Saïd EL 

KHADRAOUI, authors of the study, and gave them the floor for the presentation. 

 Ms HEDBERG explained that this study explored the role of citizens and consumers in the implementation of 

the Green Deal, in particular how technologies, including data and digital solutions, could encourage 

sustainable behavioural patterns. The study examined the challenges and the role of technologies, in particular 

digitalisation, in enhancing sustainable behaviour, and it formulated recommendations for future measures. It 

focused on the significant environmental footprints of food consumption and mobility systems, the possibility 

of individuals to contribute to the greening of these systems, and how these enabled individuals to adapt their 

behaviour. The study looked at three challenges for sustainable food production: over-consumption of animal 

products in Europe, food waste, and importation of food with a high climate and environmental footprint. 

These, Ms HEDBERG underlined, could be addressed by personal choices and this was one of the fastest and 

most effective ways available today for individuals to contribute to climate change mitigation. 

 In the speaker’s view, digitalisation could play a key role in enabling behavioural change by creating 

awareness, connecting consumers to farmers, and making sustainable consumption appealing. Many digital 

solutions were available to support sustainable consumption  among the younger generation the potential was 

arguably limitless. The question was how consumers could be encouraged to use the existing solutions. 

 Ms HEDBERG stated three policy options for addressing gaps and barriers in the current incentive structure: 

(i) A closer look at the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) was required. In her view, if the European Union 

continued to subsidise food production that was detrimental to the European Green Deal, biodiversity and 

climate action, it became extremely costly and difficult for consumers to adopt sustainable habits. 

(ii) Policy-makers needed to do more to inform and empower consumers to adopt more sustainable 

consumption through labelling which raised awareness of the environmental impact of food products. 
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(iii) To address food waste, it was necessary to improve the use of date marking, the rules for food donation, 

and the availability and quality of data on food loss. 

 Herbert DORFMANN, MEP and STOA Panel member, having taken over moderation of the discussion from 

the Chair who had to leave meanwhile, gave the floor to Saïd EL KHADRAOUI, who highlighted the 

importance of transportation and mobility for the European society and economy. He explained that the 

transport system posed serious environmental challenges: from Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions to air 

quality and noise pollution. At the same time, demand for transport was expected to grow. Mr EL 

KHADRAOUI mentioned that the Green Deal addressed transport, requiring significant changes, such as 

improving efficiency and shifting to more sustainable transport modes. 

 The speaker underlined the impact of COVID-19 on transport: in the short term, as mobility dropped, there 

were palpable environmental gains, likely be undone with needs rising again. However, deeper changes could 

also be observed: a shift to remote work and a reduction in business travel led to blurring the lines between 

peak and off-peak hours, public transport and shared mobility suffered severely, and the popularity of personal 

transport modes increased. 

 Mr EL KHADRAOUI noted three challenges for encouraging sustainable mobility behaviour: Improving the 

efficiency of vehicles and fuels, better infrastructure and access to electric modes of individual transport could 

help consumers choose this option. Reducing speed limits could also contribute to lowering GHG emissions. 

For shifting towards more sustainable modes and/or combinations of modes with an overall reduction of 

environmental impact as a result, pricing and internalisation of externalities were key drivers, but technology 

could help people to transform habits by facilitating use, making environmental performance transparent, and 

allowing productive use of travel time. By developing the digital society and through compact urbanisation, 

one could avoid unnecessary transport of goods and people and reduce the need for travel. 

 Finally, The speaker formulated three policy options: 

(i) Smart governance fit for smart mobility required a new form of governance: this included collaboration, 

multi-stakeholder activities, and incentives for the most environmentally friendly combination of modes. 

(ii) Data was key for policy-makers to understand the transportation choices of people, to allow for better 

choices and recommendations. 

(iii) Develop and deploy digital solutions for encouraging more sustainable behaviours. 

 Mr DORFMANN thanked the speakers and opened the floor to questions. He started by asking Ms HEDBERG 

about the role the consumer played in sustainable consumption. He mentioned that this was not only a question 

of labelling, as it had been known for many years that we should eat more vegetables and less meat. Rather, 

Mr DORFMANN argued, it was a question of how we could convince the consumer to do so. He also raised 

the issue of new labelling on nutrition, sustainability etc., and asked if the consumers had enough time available 

to consult all of these. He enquired if we should think also about more modern types of labelling, for instance 

electronic or online, as this could give more information without space limitations. 

 Alexandra GEESE, MEP and STOA Panel member, mentioned that nudging consumers was a politically 

sensitive issue and, while certain groups of consumers changed their eating behaviour, vegetarian and vegan 

diets were a niche. She pointed out that, outside urban neighbourhoods, vegetarians faced limited food choice 

in restaurants and canteens. This led her to the question if Ms HEDBERG could think of concrete examples 

of improving food or eating habits of consumers. Secondly, Ms GEESE, asked if there were any better ideas 

for using data in this context, e.g. including CO2 information about ingredients on menus in restaurants. 

 Addressing herself to Mr EL KHADRAOUI, she raised a governance issue, more specifically about privacy 

and data use. Mobility-as-a-service requires lots of personal data and carries the risk of surveillance and of 

handing over the data to private companies at the expense of public transport. This raises the question of how 

to handle the data and who should be handling it. While stressing her personal preference for public governance 

over these systems, she also acknowledged that local administrations are not always at the forefront of 

innovation. She therefore asked for advice on the role that can be played in this by European legislation. 

 Ms HEDBERG answered both questions by stressing that, while what products were available had an 

influence, it was mostly the price that mattered. Here, the CAP had a huge role to play since 1/3 of the European 

Union budget was reserved for it. The first step, she suggested, would be to stop subsidising practices that 

harmed climate and environment, and instead consider subsidising healthy and sustainable food. Concerning 

labelling, she explained that, ultimately, what was on food packaging should be easily understandable. She 
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suggested that new labels might be created, covering health, environment and climate considerations. Here, 

digitalisation could be a key enabler in support of this discussion, because it came down to the data behind the 

labelling. This background data could, for instance, be accessed through QR codes, but would need further 

elaboration as there was a risk that it was too confusing if the labelling could not be understood at a glance. 

 Mr EL KHADRAOUI stressed the importance of privacy in these approaches and clarified that he was talking 

about anonymised data. He added that, the more integrating the mobility solutions to be implemented, the 

more it made sense that local regional authorities should manage the system. At the same time, there was a 

need for complementary measures to achieve good mobility, for instance by the local authority creating nodes 

of mobility solutions at different places in the city. In response to the question of what the European Union 

could do, he pointed out that regulation was needed to help private actors cooperate and to incentivise them to 

share their data. Maybe it was necessary to oblige private operators to share their data with the public authority 

in charge. Secondly, the European Union could prepare, in the context of Horizon Europe, a one-stop shop for 

cities wishing to become climate neutral: it should address issues concerning data sharing and good 

governance, bring on board different partners, and enable cities to learn from others. 

 Mr DORFMANN reacted to Ms HEDBERG’s response by emphasising that while he shared her opinion that 

the CAP needed to be improved, he was convinced that the support programme for fruit and vegetables was 

robust, pointing to the support for organic farming. He also mentioned the potential sustainability of animal 

production: while animal production was not sustainable if feed production relied on arable crops, it could be 

sustainable if conducted on permanent grass land, as was the case in Belgium. He stressed that, if these proteins 

had to be produced by turning grass lands into arable land, this would spell environmental disaster. 

 Ms HEDBERG replied that, in her view, the CAP did not live up to its potential in supporting sustainability. 

She pointed out that still a significant amount of tax payers’ money went to supporting livestock production, 

and that there was still a long way to go if we were serious about climate neutrality. 

 Mr DORFMANN thanked Ms HEDBERG and Mr EL KHADRAOUI for their interesting study and the 

comprehensive discussion. He also thanked the STOA Secretariat, and added that the study would be finalised 

and published on the STOA website, and would be widely distributed within and outside of the Parliament. 

6. Any other business 

 The Chair asked if there were any other issues Members would like to raise or discuss, but none was raised. 

7. Date and place of next meeting 

 The Chair finally announced that the next Panel meeting would take place on Friday, 28 May 2021, from 11:00 

to 12:30, physically in Room SPINELLI 1G3 (t.b.c.) and online via Interactio. This meeting would feature a 

presentation of the outcomes of the Scientific Foresight study on ‘A framework for foresight intelligence’, 

including the ‘Guidelines for foresight-based policy advice’. 

 

The meeting ended at 12:14. 
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