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

1. Adoption of the draft agenda (PE 656.327) 

 The Chair informed Members that, due to COVID-19-related restrictions, the meeting was conducted partly 

physically and partly via the Interactio teleconferencing tool. Interpretation was available in English, French, 
German, Italian, Spanish and Portuguese, and the meeting was being webstreamed. 

− 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 11 December 2020 (PE 656.322) 

 The Chair announced that the draft minutes of the Panel meeting of 11 December 2020 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 

 Referring to the dossier, the Chair informed the Panel about the expected delivery times of the final reports 
for several ongoing studies in the coming months. She noted that the Scientific Foresight Unit (STOA) had 
continued to work on specifications for the newly adopted projects, and preparing their launch. She also 

mentioned the planned workshops, to be held in a virtual format, as well as the pending workshops. 

 The Chair announced that the Bureau recommended seven new proposals for approval as STOA projects. She 
added that a workshop on the role of microbiomes in driving the circular economy and enabling sustainable 
food systems had been received by the Bureau at short notice. The Secretariat would discuss this with the 
proposing Member, and the assessment would be submitted to the STOA Bureau and Panel in February. 

 The Chair then informed the Panel that the European Science-Media Hub (ESMH) had continued to publish 

articles and opinions of leading researchers on various aspects of the pandemic, information on vaccines and 
vaccine hesitancy, and COVID-19 treatments. The ESMH had produced the first monthly report summarising 
the main false claims on COVID-19 circulating on social media. The December 2020 report, prepared by the 

Athens Technology Center (ATC), gave an overview of the main deceptive narratives spreading online on the 
corona crisis. It consisted of two documents: a full analytical report, and an executive summary listing the 
main findings (both in the dossier). The ESMH would publish the executive summary on its website. 

 The Chair added that over the past 12 months, an external stakeholder monitoring service had enabled the 
ESMH to have an up-to-date overview of relevant policy developments and events, and had helped the ESMH 

to identify new relevant stakeholders. Based mainly on the information gathered through this service, the 
ESMH team drafted a regular weekly report (‘ESMH Stakeholders Monitor’) for STOA Members, with 
updates in six categories (Digital; Health; Science; Disinformation; Green; Events) according to STOA 
priorities. The ESMH could use a one-year external service contract for this purpose also in 2021. 

 The Chair announced that, as there were no objections, the Panel took note of the activities and endorsed their 

continuation. It further approved the new project proposals, and the use of the ESMH budget for concluding a 
one-year stakeholder monitoring service contract. 

4. Update on the STOA/C4AI International Advisory Board and the Partnership on AI with the OECD 

 The Chair reported that STOA had received 26 positive answers to the 28 invitations sent to different 
personalities for joining the STOA International Advisory Board (INAB). The first meeting of the Board was 
scheduled for 5 February 2021, and the agenda included an introduction to STOA and an explanation of the 
Board’s role by the Chair, followed by Board members introducing themselves and asking questions. 
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 The Chair noted that a draft INAB mandate had been sent to Panel members, setting the conditions/framewor k 
of INAB activities and operation, and highlighting its focus on STOA activities on artificial intelligence (AI). 

 She then proposed that the four candidates on the reserve list could be called to participate in the STOA INAB. 

 The Chair added that the Secretariat would continue to promote the Board and its individual members on social 

media. It would also announce the first INAB meeting and make arrangements for its implementation. A 
subsequent Board meeting could potentially focus on the Commission’s forthcoming legislative proposal on 
AI, in support of STOA’s advisory role with respect to the committees. 

 The Chair then reported that the Partnership on AI with the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and 

Development (OECD continued with the development of a series of podcasts. Discussions were ongoing at 
administrative level on the production of three podcasts, to be delivered during the first half of 2021. 

 The Chair concluded that, as there were no objections, the Panel took note of the activities in relation to the 
STOA INAB and the Partnership on AI, and endorsed their continuation, including the invitations to be sent 
the candidates on the reserve list. The Panel further endorsed the draft INAB mandate. 

5. Exchange of views with Stephen QUEST, Director-General of the Joint Research Centre (JRC) 

 The Chair welcomed Stephen QUEST, Director-General of the Joint Research Centre (JRC), introduced him 

to the Panel and gave him the floor. She further noted that STOA looked forward to its forthcoming virtual 
visit to the JRC site in Ispra. Members would receive a formal invitation and the programme of this visit in 
due time, and were strongly encouraged to participate. 

 Mr QUEST thanked STOA for the invitation and stated that STOA was an ally and partner in a world where 
science-based policies and unbiased communication on science were needed more than ever. He stressed that 

the JRC was interested in sharing information and collaborating with STOA to advance science-based policies.  

 Mr QUEST emphasised that the JRC was a robust source of knowledge and data. He noted that, while climate 
change and the COVID-19 crisis were ‘the moment of science’, it was still necessary to fight disinformation.  

It was not enough to provide facts and figures  it had to be explained in a way that people understood. 

 He explained the challenges that science for policy was facing: the need to integrate knowledge from different 

disciplines; knowledge overabundance; time pressure versus quality control; contradictions and uncertainty in 
scientific evidence; the struggle to counter misinformation. He added that the JRC had an important role to 
play, because of its cross-disciplinary nature and its reliability in producing solid science. 

 Mr QUEST added that JRC activities aimed at strengthening a culture of evidence-informed policy-making. 
An example of promoting this culture was the project ‘Science meets Parliament / Science meets Regions’.  

He thanked STOA for the good collaboration on this pilot project, and explained that an online workshop was 
being planned for March/April 2021 to discuss the programme. 

 On the COVID-19 recovery plan, Mr QUEST highlighted that the pandemic had implied particular challenges 
to organisations involved in providing science advice to policy. It had showed that such advice was essential 
and highly demanded, but, at the same time, very challenging when reacting to complex, fast-moving policy 

issues, where beliefs and claims often propagated faster than facts and disinformation was a daily challenge. 

 Mr QUEST explained that the JRC had responded flexibly and innovatively to these challenges. The JRC had 
developed reference materials; developed ‘Re-open EU’, a website to support a safe relaunch of travelling and 
tourism in the EU; provided daily media and misinformation analysis; provided information on the effect of 

national control and vaccination strategies; and analysed the impact of COVID-19 on the labour market. The 
JRC assessment of the EU Recovery Plan indicated that the social and economic recovery after the crisis would 
generate a more sustainable, fair, just and resilient EU, in line with the Sustainable Development Goals. 

 Moving on to foresight, he stated that the JRC was not only reactive, but also engaged in bringing strategic 
foresight into policy-making. The Commission’s first annual Strategic Foresight Report had set out the need 

for resilience to become the new compass for EU and national policy-making. The JRC was developing four 
dashboards (social and economic, geopolitical, green and digital) to assess the vulnerabilities and capacities 
of the EU. The second Strategic Foresight Report would focus on Open Strategic Autonomy. The JRC was 
undertaking a foresight process on this, and there would be opportunities to engage with Parliament’s services. 

 He then discussed the Commission and JRC Work Programme. It supported the Horizon Europe objectives, 

and the Commission's six political priorities. The JRC would provide scientific support to more than 80% of 
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the initiatives. Around 60% of its work contributed to policies aiming at the twin green and digital transition 

 about 50% would support the European Green Deal. Mr QUEST then mentioned some key JRC activities: 

(i) AI: The JRC was running innovative projects to understand the impact of AI on human behaviour. This 
research focused on scenarios with high social impact, such as decision-making in criminal justice, the 
impact on jobs, and the role of social robots in human development. 

(ii) The Green Deal: The JRC had a full spectrum of actions, ranging from climate, energy and mobility , 

decarbonisation of the economy, circular and bio-economy, to environmental, agricultural and food 
research. Notable initiatives included the New European Bauhaus, work on energy dossiers, projects 
assessing costs of climate inaction, and the new Knowledge Centre on Biodiversity. 

(iii) The New European Bauhaus: The New European Bauhaus was a flagship initiative for which the JRC 

was now in the lead. They had just launched the design phase and concrete calls were planned for 2021. 
They continued to report regularly on the development of the initiative to the European Parliament. 

(iv) Energy Efficiency: The JRC was very active on sources of energy (such as work on batteries and hydrogen 
for transport) and energy efficiency. 

 Mr QUEST finally addressed the virtual STOA visit to Ispra on 16 March 2021. In addition to work on AI, he 

proposed presenting: (i) the Knowledge Centre for Bioeconomy; and (ii) the Knowledge Centre on Cancer. 
They would also: (i) organise virtual tours to two key labs: the European Laboratory for Structural Assessment 
(ELSA) and the Vehicle Emissions Laboratory (VELA), and (ii) showcase research and innovation projects 
related to the Renovation Wave and discuss the importance of the New European Bauhaus for this project. 

 The Chair thanked Mr QUEST for his presentation and expressed her interest in strengthening the cooperration 

between the JRC and STOA. In particular, she mentioned that she would like to pursue discussions with the 
JRC on the European Bauhaus, biotechnology, and the foresight strategy. 

 Maria-Manuel LEITÃO-MARQUES, MEP and Panel member, highlighted the need for sharing science with 
citizens in order to increase trust in the political process. She then enquired about how AI was being used or 

could be used for improving EU policy – for example, to assess the Recovery Plan. 

 Lina GÁLVEZ MUÑOZ, MEP and Panel member, asked what the JRC was doing to make the New European 
Bauhaus a bottom-up project, and make people perceive it that way. She stressed the importance of fostering 
co-creation, co-design and co-participation – specifically through social innovation linked to the Digital 
Transformation and the Green Deal. 

 Ivars IJABS, MEP and STOA Second Vice-Chair, enquired how the JRC’s work on beating cancer was linked 

to similar work undertaken by the Commission and Parliament, and how these efforts could be coordinated. 

 Referring to the transformations in its mission and structure that the JRC had undergone in the past, Christian 
EHLER, MEP and STOA First Vice-Chair, asked what the JRC’s current role was, and how Mr QUEST saw 
this, in particular, regarding the JRC’s involvement in conducting impact assessment for the Commission. 

 In his reply to Members, Mr QUEST remarked the importance of foresight, and agreed with the Chair on the 

importance of boosting cooperation to optimise resources and avoid duplication. On the Bauhaus, he 
commented on the importance of promoting sustainability with style to meet the objectives of the Green Deal. 

 Mr QUEST agreed with Ms LEITÃO-MARQUES on her statement on using science for building trust. He 
explained that the JRC was looking at the possibilities of using AI for better policy-making at EU level. He 
quoted the example of using data from Copernicus combined with AI for agricultural policy. 

 He further explained that the JRC was assigning much importance to the participative aspect of the Bauhaus. 

They were seeking three kinds of inputs: (i) ideas that people wanted to suggest, (ii) challenges that they 
wanted to share, and (iii) examples of things that people liked already. 

 Mr QUEST reassured Mr IJABS that the purpose of JRC Knowledge Centres was fostering scientific and 
technical co-ordination, and developing and expanding capacities and infrastructure. 

 In reply to Mr EHLER, Mr QUEST explained that the JRC profiled itself as the scientific service of the 

Commission, and that its role was to provide scientific knowledge for policy throughout the whole policy cycle 
– including evaluation. As an example, he quoted the recent work of the JRC on endocrine disruptors. He 
emphasised that he was very willing to work with Parliament during this parliamentary term. 
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 The Chair then asked Mr QUEST for the specific challenges where he thought collaboration should be 
strengthened, and how Parliament could support the JRC. Specifically, she asked if the EU was ready to cope 

with the challenge posed by COVID-19 from a scientific perspective.  

 Mr QUEST stated that the pandemic had been challenging for the JRC. He explained that multidisciplinar it y 
was a core strength of the JRC and he wanted to enhance it. The COVID-19 crisis had revealed to the JRC 
some of the conflicts and trade-offs between policies, and had shown that there were no simple solutions. He 
argued that, even if science could not provide easy solutions, it could point out which pathways policy should 

focus on and which it should steer away from. He insisted on the importance of using foresight for this purpose. 

 The Chair asked Mr QUEST about scope for improvement in research at the EU. She enquired about the brain 
drain from Europe to other markets, and if royalties generated by R&D could be collected and reinvested. 

 Mr QUEST explained that scientific policy fell under the domain of DG RTD, while the JRC focused on 
science for policy, but added that the JRC was also supporting work on technology transfer. This ensured that 

technology would drive innovation, growth and jobs within the EU, and not in third countries. The JRC also 
conducted research on patents, innovations and venture capital. 

 The Chair finished by thanking Mr QUEST for his presence at the STOA Panel. 

6. Date and place of next meeting 

 The Chair advised the Secretariat to optimise the treatment of projects in the area of health, including the 
possibility of merging some of them. She also suggested organising a workshop on the European Bauhaus. 

 Mr EHLER argued that Parliament should adopt a consistent approach to the European Bauhaus project, whose 
scope was still not very clear. STOA could be involved in discussions in the Committee on Industry, Research 

and Energy (ITRE) and the relevant STOA study led by him could be presented at an ITRE hearing. 

 The Chair agreed and suggested discussing the subject with both ITRE and the Committee on Culture and 
Education (CULT), and presenting the study to both committees. 

 The Chair finally announced that the next Panel meeting would take place on Friday, 26 February 2021, from 
11:00 to 12:30, physically and online via Interactio. This meeting would feature a presentation of the outcomes 
of the Technology Assessment study on ‘Digital automation and the future of work’. 

 
The meeting ended at 12:38 
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