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Safety and Environmental Assurance Centre (SEAC) in Unilever

SEAC is Unilever’s global centre of excellence in Safety & Sustainability
Sciences, part of R&D’s Safety, Environment & Regulatory Sciences Capability.
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Highly collaborative, working with over 70 academic, industry, government &
NGO partners worldwide

Team SEAC’s purpose is to protect people & the environment by ensuring:

« Unilever’s products & innovations are Safe & Sustainable by Design without
animal testing

« Our scientists & capabilities are industry-leading with high business
impact via Unilever’s Products & Brands

« Safety & Env. Sustainability policies & regulations are based on modern
science

Much of our strength lies in our shared Values - to be an inclusive,
supportive & collaborative Team that is pioneering, transparent & high-
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To understand the safety of ingredients if they are absorbed into Some ingredients used in consumer products have the potential A significant proportion of Unilever’s products are aerosols and Developmental and reproductive toxicity (DART) refers to
the body (systemic safety), we do not use an animal study to... to cause allergic contact dermatitis (ACD), a type of skin allergy. sprays which include underarm antiperspirants, hair sprays... potential adverse effects that exposure to an ingredient may
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NAM based NGRA in food safety

Chemical safety assessment has been undergoing a paradigm
shift over the last decade, with the development of New
Approach Methodologies (NAMs),

B U5 Foop & orua Unilever has built a reputation for world-class scientific
capability in managing food safety in a responsible way

Advancing New Alternative .
Methodologies at FDA through the value chain

A 7 @
——
w{ aw { 2
s S e -
5 ~ - — — =it il
——g o
N

Such paradigm shifts has been recognised by a number of

authorities in food safety, notably, FDA and EFSA, for example:

« EFSA incorporating the development and integration of NAMs
as part of their 2027 strategy

« FDA is also working to advance alternative methods for
regulatory use

SEAC focus its scientific capability to maintain and develop our
world class reputation for food safety

As Unilever shifts its portfolio to more plant-based and vegan
foods, and with the development of New Approach
Methodologies (NAMs), SEAC actively promotes the

- — U efsam development and application NAMs in food safety risk
In addition, organisations such as BfR, FDE, ILSIare also assessment both inside Unilever and with various external
organising task force, conferences, workshops and publications Eprr M HOowWIE M e oy 2 stakeholders.
to advocate NAM based risk assessment method in food safety. oo s o v v

in food safety risk assessment

Method/tools used for NAMs in SEAC Advocacy and Collaborations
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