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The VALUMICS stakeholder meeting in Brussels gathered eight stakeholders around a simple, yet
not so well discussed, question:

How could / should European food value chains (FVC) be transformed in terms
of their structure, governance, business models, etc., to accompany a transition
towards a truly sustainable, fairer and more resilient European food system?
The VALUMICS methodological approach to this question was presented along with preliminary
hypotheses to launch the discussion between stakeholders. In a nutshell, the VALUMICS foresight
exercise proposes to use the EAT-Lancet diet (as presented in Springmann et al, 2018) as a starting
point to define a 2050 sustainable food system, and to derive from it (based on a global model)
levels of production, consumption and trade for major agricultural products. According to
Springmann et al's projection, most European food value chains will have to be drastically
transformed by 2050, some of them because levels of production, consumption and trade are
projected to decrease sharply (e.g. ruminant meat and dairy products) while others because of a
sharp increase (fresh fruits and vegetables, leguminous crops, etc.). The VALUMICS project proposes
to explore how such transformation could occur from a policy and business perspective, exploring
contrasting strategies to get there and assessing to what extent such transformation could result in
an equally fair, sustainable and resilient food system.

Four main discussion points from stakeholder feedback are retained and
summarised. However, this does not encompass fully the richness of the
interesting debates that took place during the workshop, which will be
further explored in the project.
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1] In that respect, it is worth reminding that the choice to rely on the Springmann et al (2018) paper as a reference
scenario was precisely because it was the only modelling work published to date that explicitly considers planetary
boundaries at the global level, while providing detailed data on production, consumption and trade at national levels.
However, it indeed suffers from different biases / weaknesses on how it approaches environmental sustainability at the
production stage, as it relies on average footprint per kg of each production (for GHG emission, water, land, N), not
taking into consideration how different farming systems affect very differently local / national / global ecosystems, and
not factoring in its projection systemic / agronomic changes at the farm and landscape level (e.g. reintroducing
leguminous crops in rotation, lengthening and complexifying rotation, reconnecting crops and livestock systems, etc).
[2] However, here again, the model underpinning the Springmann et al paper does not allow to analyse in details those
questions. The maintaining of the current market structure is indeed the "by default" hypothesis of the model, in that it
is assumed that each country will continue to supply / depend on global markets at a similar level as today. The
application of "trade shocks" in the different VALUMICS scenario (± 70% compared to today) does not allow to
transform this market structure but only increases the level of exchanges, which does not result in contrasted
implications for partner countries.
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