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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The ASSET project is based on the evidence overall that communicable diseases, as well as epidemics or 

pandemics, not only impact on public health conditions, but also on several societal aspects.  

Facing public health emergency of international concern (PHEIC) such as epidemics and pandemics is thus a 

major challenge for both science and society, a challenge that requires a multidisciplinary approach.  

In this way, in ASSET multidisciplinary expertise is addressed to effectively deal with scientific and societal 

challenges raised by pandemics and associated crisis management.  

In 2001 the European Commission launched the Science in Society (SiS) action plan that included 

engagement, gender equity, science education, open access, ethics and governance to foster public 

involvement and a sustained two-way dialogue between science and civil society. 

The ASSET Final Event “Share and move for mobilization and mutual learning at local, national and 

international levels on Science in Society related issues in epidemics and pandemics” (Rome; October 

2017, 30-31) was formed by  

 an international conference (T7.13) including plenary and parallel sessions, 

 a brokerage moment (T9.2) that gave the opportunity to present even other research or activity 

materials, also relating to the virtual cluster gathering other mobilization and mutual learning 

action plan (MMLAP) projects (T1.3). 

Other relevant interconnections developed among project tasks and WorkPackages were about:  

 making the ASSET Final Event a mobilization and mutual learning (MML) initiative including the 

local, national and international levels as per the project methodological approach (T5.3); 

 involving as much as possible all the target groups and stakeholders engaged in by other tasks, 

mostly through the 3 Summer School Cohorts (T7.6) and the 3 Best Practice Award editions (T7.7). 

The present report (Deliverable 7.17) describes all the work done on delivering the ASSET Final Conference 

(T7.13) that, despite planned only at month 46, i.e., October 2017, started since the late spring 2017. 

The current D7.17 deals with details both on organisational and scientific issues. 

  

http://www.asset-scienceinsociety.eu/
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INTRODUCTION 

According to the ASSET Description of Work (DoW), the Final conference (Task 7.13) was supposed to be 

held in Brussels, as reported at Figure 1. 

 

Figure 1. T7.13 description in the project DoW 

 

 

As ISS is in charge of the project scientific coordination it has been asked to deliver the indicated event in 

Rome.  

This request was basically motivated by the fact that the 3 meetings which took place in Brussels from 26 

to 28 April 2017 were already intended to achieve the two goals that are encompassed in the T7.13 

description as detailed in the project DoW (Figure 1).  

ASSET released in fact the public consultations results at the European Parliament on 26 April 2017 as well 

as the Consortium partners and External Advisory Board (EAB; relevant stakeholders in the field) met in 

Brussels on 27 and the last High Level Policy Forum (HLPF) physical meeting was held in the Belgium 

capital city on 28. 

From a strategic point of view, it was shared and agreed such an organisation like that would have given 

further visibility to all has been produced and realised in quite 4 years of work.  

Also in terms of timing, we rather think that it allowed ASSET consortium to achieve an increased 

consensus among international stakeholders in order to arrive much strengthened to the final event in 

Rome. 

Lastly, for a matter of ‘hard’ reasons, i.e., administrative and logistic issues, arranging the final conference 

in Rome is related to a reduction of costs (e.g., dispatch of materials abroad) on one hand and to more 

fluid purchase of goods and services on the other hand, as well as given the connection per the DoW with 

the brokerage event (T9.2, led by Zadig; Figure 2) all the organisation would have been easier and more 

effective.  
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Figure 2. T9.2 description in the project DoW 

 

Being the ISS (the Italian Institute of Public Health) based in Rome, an institutional umbrella would have 

been provided to the ASSET final conference development. 
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1. DESIGNING THE ASSET FINAL CONFERENCE 

1.1 ORGANISATIONAL ASPECTS 

Arranging the ASSET final conference required many efforts in terms of person/months dedicated implying 

the involvement of several ISS professionals; names and roles are listed at the Table 2. 

Table 2. ISS (T7.13 leader) Human Resources dedicated to deliver the ASSET Final Conference 

Name/Surname Role in the ASSET Final Conference 

Barbara De Mei Scientific Secretariat 

Arianna Dittami Fund Management and Administrative Secretariat 

Susanna Lana 
Support to Technical and Organizational Secretariat on 30th 

October 

Antonella Lattanzi 
Support to Technical and Organizational Secretariat on 30th 

and 31st October 

Paola Luzi Technical and Organizational Secretariat 

Pietro Maiozzi  Graphic Service – Video-interview to ISS President 

Valerio Occhiodoro Purchase Reference Person and Administrative Secretariat 

Luana Penna Communication Expert – Video-interview to ISS President 

Valentina Possenti Scientific Responsible 

Paola Scardetta Scientific Secretariat 

Sabrina Sipone Technical Secretariat 

  

1.1.1 “Save the date” activities 

The decision about the date of the ASSET final conference was made after the Consortium meeting in 

Brussels on 27th April 2017 (presentation on T7.13 progress is available at ANNEX I). 

The ASSET final event logo was the same to the conference and the brokerage, conceived as a whole, and 

was elaborated by Zadig (leading both WP7-Communication and WP9-Legacy).  

The “Save the date” page was published on the ASSET website complete of all basic information on the 

course and also including the registration form. 

The graphic representation on the web is reported at Figure 3. 

 

http://www.asset-scienceinsociety.eu/news/features/asset-final-event
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Figure 3. The ASSET Final Conference webpage 

 

1.1.2 Secretariat actions 

Since the very beginning, many working efforts were dedicated to exploit the possible addressees for the 

ASSET final event in terms of: 

 Direct participants (as speakers and/or attendees), 

 Stakeholders to be broadly involved, 

 Potential interested users. 

ISS shared some planning activities among the Consortium: 

 carried out a brief survey asking each Partner the involvement per the own affiliating institutions 

as well suggestions on contents to be addressed and external stakeholders to be involved; 

 circulated an inventory as much complete as possible of target groups to reach out as per each 

thematic task, from T1.1 to T7.11. At the Table 3 such this action-related list is reported. 
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Table 3. Inventory of possible targets for the ASSET final event per single project task 

 
 

1.1.3 Administrative arrangement 

The total budget assigned for arranging the ASSET Final Conference was associated to more than a cost 

item, within 16.000,00 EUR. 

Costs to be paid by the task leader were associated to: conference venues (4 rooms at the NH Hotel in 

Rome – pictures of the location are included at Annex II); meals and refreshments (2 morning coffee 

breaks, 2 light lunches); travel expenses for speakers. 

 

1.2 SCIENTIFIC CONTENTS 

As stated above, ISS as task leader had to strongly balance the work on the ASSET final event between 

administration, organisation and technical aspects on one hand and the scientific items to be developed 

during the conference on the other. 

In developing the scientific program, previous experience and contents from the WP3 (Strategic and 

Action Plan definition) were greatly further valued. 
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6 TARGETS FOR ACTION 
AUTHORITIES 
- Restore trust 
- Improve communication 
- Consider SiS issues 
 
HEALTHCARE PROFESSIONALS 
- Improve awareness, knowledge and 
communication skills 
 
SCIENCE 
- Favour mutual, interdisciplinary 
exchange 
 
PUBLIC 
- Rebuild trust mainly by establishing a 
two-way, active and transparent 
communication 
 
MEDIA 
- Consider SiS issues 
- Manage uncertainity and flexibility 
- Manage the spread of misinformation 
 
INDUSTRY 
- Favour dialogue, also in order to 
disclose Conflict of Intereststs 

1.2.1 Rationale 

Bringing Science-in-Society (SiS) issues into Preparedness and Response Strategies to the Public Health 

Emergencies of International Concern (PHEIC) 

The objective of ASSET overall is to contribute on incorporating the so-called Science-in-Society (SiS) issues 

in the Responsible Research and Innovation (RRI) framework in order to tackle Public Health Emergencies 

of International Concern (PHEIC): 

 exploring and mapping SiS-related issues in the field of epidemic and/or pandemic preparedness 

and response; 

 implementing a partnership with complementary perspectives, knowledge and experiences to 

address effectively scientific and societal challenges raised by crisis management in public health; 

 developing a participatory and inclusive strategy, namely about mobilization and mutual learning at 

different levels (local, national, international). 

The ASSET Strategic and Action Plans outline some priorities in matter of preparedness and response to 

public health emergencies according to the 6 main SiS issues for RRI as identified by the European 

Commission. 

Each issue has been analysed and exploited as well as the 6 main targets for action have been detailed. 

 

6 MAIN SIS/RRI ISSUES 

GOVERNANCE 

 Following 2009 A(H1N1) 

pandemic, authorities still 

have to face mistrust;  

 the perception of 

conflict of interests by the 

public is not completely 

solved; 

 in risk and outbreak 

communication there is still 

space for improvement; 

 ethical, law, human 

rights and gender issues are 

scarcely considered. 

 

 

 

http://www.asset-scienceinsociety.eu/
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UNSOLVED SCIENTIFIC QUESTIONS AND OPEN ACCESS TO SCIENTIFIC 
OUTCOME 

 Communicating uncertainty; 

 role of new social media;  

 top-down uni-directional decision process;  

 new informal surveillance approaches;  

 involvement of General Practitioners; 

 non-pharmacological preventive steps (e.g., frequent hand-washing); 

 inter-disciplinary scientific approach. 

CRISIS PARTICIPATORY GOVERNANCE AND SCIENCE EDUCATION  

Previous challenges, along with:  

 neglect local conditions;  

 lack of flexibility;  

 underestimation of citizens needs and capacity hurdle an effective participation of citizens in the 

management of a crisis. 

ETHICS, LAW AND FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS 

Ethical, human rights and legal issues, which include:  

 solidarity;  

 public good versus personal privacy and freedom; 

 transparency and informed consent; 

 stigmatization;  

 resource allocation; 

are also relevant for their impact on the spread of diseases. 

GENDER ISSUES  

 Pregnant women can be more vulnerable; 

 women have lower rate of immunization; 

 mainly men in clinical trials; 

 few women in decision committees; 

 scarce attention to this theme in preparedness and response plans. 

INTENTIONALLY CAUSED OUTBREAKS 

 National and international authorities should have policy documents ready to be used in case of emergency; 

 security and ethical implications of any measure must be discussed before the crisis; 

 countries and institutions should also consider participation in international regimes for these issues; 

 attitudes of citizens should also be explored. 

The ASSET Final Conference “Share and move for mobilization and mutual learning at local, national and 

international levels on Science in Society related issues in epidemics and pandemics” (Rome; 30-31 

October) definitively mirrored the structure of the ASSET Action Plan. 
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The format design identified a prototype case for enhancing advocacy and an intersectoral approach in a 

multisetting scenario applied to fostering preparedness and response toward public health emergencies, 

such as epidemics and even pandemics.  

This idea relied on the willing to make the ASSET final event a practical and usable model for stakeholders 

and other possible users, and could also represent a sample for future similar actions (Figure 4). 

Figure 4. The ASSET Action Plan informing the Final Conference 

WHAT (naming) Share and move 

for mobilization and mutual 

learning at local, national and 

international levels on Science in 

Society related issues in 

epidemics and pandemics 

WHEN 30th – 31st October 2017 

WHERE Rome; NH Hotel Via dei 

Gracchi 324 

WHO according to a principle of 

inclusion/inclusiveness as much as 

possible, we count to involve: 

- obviously all project partners 

and their extended ASSET 

teamworks (who have been 

working on the four-year project), 

- stakeholders involved in all 

Workpackages and tasks (an 

analytic table is delivered 

accordingly), 

- the full mailing list overall 

(more than 7K addressees) 

HOW The format is something like 

a prototype case for enhancing 

advocacy and intersectoral 

approach in a multisetting 

scenario applied to fostering 

preparedness and response 

toward PHEIC, like epidemics and 

even pandemics 

1.2.2 Program 

The 2 conference days included: 4 plenary sessions and 2 slots of 3 parallel sessions each (Figure 5). 
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 30th October 2017 

OPENING SESSION: ASSET PROJECT AND THE EUROPEAN RESEARCH FRAMEWORK 

The main challenges to address public health needs in Europe; Michael Sulzner, European Commission 

A medical point of view on European population health; Jacques de Haller, CPME 

What has been developed by the European health research project ASSET in four years?; Valentina 

Possenti, ISS 

PLENARY SESSION I: SiS-RELATED ISSUES IN PHEIC MANAGEMENT 

Toward a better inclusion and engagement of people to tackle epidemics and pandemics at European 

level; Massimo Ciotti, ECDC 

Effective risk communication is recognized by the European Decision 1082/2013; Donato Greco, Zadig 

 

THREE PARALLEL SESSIONS 

1A. UNSOLVED QUESTIONS AND OPEN ACCESS 

Some unsolved scientific questions related to epidemics and pandemics Mitra Saadatian, Lyonbiopole 

The main scientific issues deriving from unsolved questions Manfred Green, Haifa University 

Behavioural epidemiology and non-pharmacological steps in a post-trust society Alberto d’Onofrio, IPRI 

1B. PARTICIPATORY GOVERNANCE AND SCIENCE EDUCATION  

Consulting groups of European citizens John Stian Haukeland, DBT 

Tools and strategies for a participatory communication 

Eva Benelli, Zadig 

Best practices for promoting health in the population Pania Karnaki, Prolepsis 

1C. ETHICAL ISSUES  

Reflection on ethics at the ASSET High Level Policy Forum; Kare Harald Drager, TIEMS 

To what extent is ethics recalled in national pandemic preparedness plans? Alessandra Craus, Zadig 

SATORI experience Daniela Ovadia, University of Pavia  

Ethics in public health Sabina Gainotti and Carlo Petrini, ISS 
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 31st October 2017 

PLENARY SESSION II: VACCINATION/VACCINE HESITANCY  

Vaccination hesitancy in Italy; Donato Greco, Zadig 

Perspectives at: European level - Michael Sulzner, EU Commission; National level - Stefania Iannazzo, 

Italian Ministry of Health; Local level - Alberto Perra, LHU Rome 5 

Chairperson: Eva Benelli, Zadig 

THREE PARALLEL SESSIONS 

2A. A MATTER OF POLICY  

Security, secrecy and transparency in public health emergency management; Kjersti Brattekas, FFI 

The Italian decision to mandate children vaccinations; Paolo F. D’Ancona, Italian Ministry of Health 

Evaluating public health interventions against pandemics Ariel Beresniak, DMI 

2B. LAY PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT - Let’s be social 

Vaccination hesitancy 2.0 Roberta Villa, Zadig 

Information and new consumption on the web Walter Quattrociocchi, Networks Department 

How can health information be retrieved in big data? Alberto Tozzi, Bambino Gesù Hospital 

People engagement on the web John Stian Haukeland, DBT 

2C. GENDER IMPLICATIONS 

Gender pattern and vaccination Peggy Maguire, Vanessa Maria Moore, Rebecca Maria Moore 

The woman role according to a life course health promotion perspective Angela Giusti, ISS 

Case-studies of women as health promoters Sofia Colaceci, ISS 

Women and science Marina Patriarca and Maria Cristina Angelici, ISS 

PLENARY SESSION III: PERSPECTIVES FOR EUROPEAN RESEARCH ON HEALTH 

Open scientific issues in the European research framework Giorgio Guzzetta and Stefano Merler, Bruno 

Kessler Foundation 

Empowerment strategies in support of the neighbourhood policy Silvia Declich and Maria G. Dente, ISS 

Chairperson: Valentina Possenti, ISS  
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Figure 5. The ASSET Final Conference; Rome, October 2017, 30-31 
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2. DELIVERING THE ASSET FINAL CONFERENCE 

2.1 ORGANISATIONAL ASPECTS 

The total expenses to delivering the ASSET Final Event fell into the budget cost assigned to the related 

project task that, as indicated at paragraph 1.1.3, was 16.000,00 EUR.  

The single cost items to be paid by the task leader were about:  

 conference venues (4 rooms at the NH Hotel in Rome – pictures of the location are included at 

Annex II); 

 meals and refreshments (2 morning coffee breaks, 2 light lunches); 

 travel expenses for speakers. 

2.2 SCIENTIFIC CONTENTS 

As described above, given that the ASSET final conference was the last collaborative task in the project it 

was conceived as per the overall experience developed during the 4 year-work (2014-2017) both on 

scientific contents to be addressed and concerning the contribution by all the Consortium Partners, under 

the coordination by ISS as scientific coordinator and task leader. 

2.2.1 Methods 

It has been decided to make the ASSET final conference as a real MML initiative that, being based in Rome, 

could have encompass the local, national and international levels. We strongly believe that the long and 

articulated process to conceive the scientific program specifically characterized the ASSET final conference 

as an opportunity to make several professional networks meet and discuss on theoretical approaches as 

well as on relevant issues in the field of public health emergencies. 

The 4 plenary sessions were general or transversal per contents addressed, with functions of introduction 

(2 in the first day and 1 at the second) or for conclusions (1 in the second day).  

On the contrary, the 6 parallel sessions were focused on the 6 ASSET strategic lines for action (Governance 

of pandemics; Unsolved scientific questions about epidemics and pandemics; Crisis participatory 

governance; Ethical, legal and societal implications of pandemics; Gender pattern – vulnerability; Issues 

related to intentionally caused outbreaks).  

Both reference Partners on the thematic issues and/or external experts in the field were identified as 

speakers according to their own specific competences and expertise. 



 

 

18 

2.2.2 A glimpse of the results per single day 

To better describe the real performance developed, the single conference day is reported below. All the 

presentations have been made available on the internal Community of Practice (CoP) web platform in 

order to let Zadig publish them on the ASSET project website (Annex III). 

2.2.2.1 Day I: October 30 

OPENING SESSION: ASSET PROJECT AND THE EUROPEAN RESEARCH FRAMEWORK The ISS President 

Walter Ricciardi welcomed conference participants by a video-interview introducing the main challenges 

faced by ASSET as well as more in general in public health. Michael Sulzner from the European Commission 

presented the policy frame on the issues of interest (preparedness and response strategies in public health 

emergencies). Jacques de Haller brought the viewpoint of doctors in such this context and Valentina 

Possenti, ASSET scientific coordinator, gave an overview on activities carried out since 2014. 

PLENARY SESSION I: Massimo Ciotti from ECDC presented the main mechanisms applied at European level 

in order to develop preparedness and response strategies. Donato Greco highlighted innovation points 

from the European Decision 1082/2013 that addresses effective risk communication among the most 

effective and powerful measures to prevent and/or minimize the impact of threats to public health. 

PARALLEL SESSION 1A. UNSOLVED QUESTIONS AND OPEN ACCESS Given the well-tested formula 

proposed in the ASSET Summer School, quite the same elements (as per the structure and contents) were 

repeated. Lyonbiopole introduced some open scientific questions related to epidemics and pandemics 

management as per the work done in ASSET on this issue. Haifa University presented the main scientific 

issues deriving from unsolved questions on to what extent research and researchers’ community can 

influence discourse not only at scientific level but also with public (e.g., the case on MMR-autism as 

example to analyse even implications on publications). In the end, IPRI closed the circle by a wider 

perspective on behavioural epidemiology and non-pharmacological steps in a post-trust society. 

PARALLEL SESSION 1B. PARTICIPATORY GOVERNANCE AND SCIENCE EDUCATION This session was fully 

promoted by ASSET partners because focused on general issues (such as public participation, participatory 

communication, health promotion) as well as on specific activities developed over the project life (citizens’ 

consultations, website and other communication strategies, best practice award). 

PARALLEL SESSION 1C. ETHICAL ISSUES Issues encompassed on ethics ranged from ASSET (as discussed 

within the High Level Policy Forum and per the semantic analysis carried out by Zadig in the pandemic 

plans) as well as from other fields (SATORI project) and more in general according to a broad public health 

perspective (cared by the ISS Unit of Bioethics). 

1.1.1.1 Day II: October 31 

PLENARY SESSION II: VACCINATION/VACCINE HESITANCY After the first conference day dealing with SiS 

issues in general, on 31 a specific case was chosen for discussions: vaccination hesitancy and vaccine-

related issues were the focus of the second conference day because of the high relevance all over Europe. 

These topics were addressed at different levels (international – Europe; national/Ministry of Health – Italy; 

as per healthcare services delivered on the territory/Local Health Unit – Rome). 

http://www.asset-scienceinsociety.eu/outputs/presentations
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PARALLEL SESSION 2A. A MATTER OF POLICY Contents that were presented in this session are graded from 

perspectives or approaches (FFI presentation on much of the work done within ASSET, T2.6 on intentionally 

caused outbreaks and in particular the tension between secrecy and transparency) to the decision of 

mandating vaccination to allow children access school in Italy (real policy implementation) till matters of 

economic evaluation in public health. 

PARALLEL SESSION 2B. LAY PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT - Let’s be social In this part it was dealt with inputs 

coming both from the project itself (Zadig and DBT) as well as from out of the ASSET world, with wider 

contribution on consumption of the web information, from fake-news to echo-chambers (University of 

Rome La Sapienza) and the use to epidemiological ends of the so-called big data (Bambino Gesù Hospital). 

PARALLEL SESSION 2C. GENDER IMPLICATIONS Contents included in this session are graded from being 

ASSET-specific (EIWH contribution on what has been studied over the project on the connection between 

sex, gender and vaccination mostly) to the woman role in health promotion more in general (ISS 

researchers from the Centre for Disease Prevention and Health Promotion), till a wider overview on 

women in the field of the scientific research (study carried out by a specific ISS group of researchers 

analysing several aspects related to the female population, from violence and health-related aspects to 

professional career of women in science). 

PLENARY SESSION III: Two research groups (Bruno Kessler Foundation and ISS) presented different 

experiences carried out at European level: respectively, transmission models of Zika virus infection on one 

hand and empowerment of healthcare services in neighbourhood countries on the other. 

3. EVALUATING THE ASSET FINAL CONFERENCE 

3.1 PARTICIPATION AND FEEDBACK  

The ASSET final conference was based on an interesting program because, instead of the technical ending 

project event, it developed a MML event involving several relevant stakeholders at local, national and 

international levels. 

High appreciation values were reported: a positive feedback was returned by the professionals directly 

involved in the four-year long project as well as by many researchers, mainly working at ISS but also ion 

other institutions, who never came in contact with ASSET. 

If the conference had been held at the ISS, an increased participation would have been achieved, but 

unavailability of suitable conference venues in ISS led task leader to choose the NH Hotel.  

In the end, 36 speakers and 60 participants attended the ASSET final conference (lists per the two 

conference days are at Annex IV).  

Filling in the evaluation questionnaire was not mandatory, and only 3 attendees completed it. Then, 

despite a low response rate overall (6%), the appreciation was very high (100%).  
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ANNEX I – Presentation of T7.13 progress at the Consortium meeting, Brussels 

27th April 2017 
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ANNEX II – The conference venues 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

22 

ANNEX III – Presentations delivered made available on the internal CoP 
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ANNEX IV – List of participants
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