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1. Welcome and apologies for absence 

The Chair welcomed the participants. Apologies were received from Ambroise 
Martin, chair of the NDA Panel and Alicja Mortensen, chair of the ANS Panel, 
substituted by Jean Claude Lambrè. 

 

2. Adoption of the agenda 

The agenda was adopted without changes. 

 

3. Declarations of Interest of Scientific Committee Members 

In accordance with EFSA’s Policy on Independence and Scientific Decision-

Making Processes1 and the Decision of the Executive Director implementing this 
Policy regarding Declarations of Interests2, EFSA screened the Annual 
Declaration of Interest and the Specific Declarations of interest filled in by the 

experts invited for the present meeting. No conflicts of interests related to the 
issues discussed in this meeting were identified during the screening process. 

For further details on the outcome of the Oral Declaration of Interests made at 
the beginning of the meeting, please refer to Annex I. 

 

4. Agreement of the minutes of the 71st Plenary meeting held on 18-19 

February 2015 

Minutes were agreed without changes. 

 

5. Scientific outputs submitted for discussion and possible adoption or 

endorsement 

5.1 Draft guidance on uncertainty in risk assessment (EFSA-Q-2013-

00738) 

Birgit Nørrung presented the status of the activities of the WG on Uncertainty in 

Risk Assessment and the timelines toward the finalisation of the draft Guidance. 

The draft document provides a harmonised but flexible approach to characterise 

and report uncertainties in the different area of EFSA’s work. The main chapters 

of the guidance will be complemented by methodological annexes, currently 

under finalisation, that will provide the EFSA Panels with a toolbox to assess 

uncertainties in their respective areas of competence. The SC appreciated the 

approach presented in the document that brings together all the key steps and 

the methodologies. The SC emphasised that the document should be fit for 

purpose and made specific comments on the text that will be further addressed 

by the WG during the finalisation of the draft. Questions were also raised in 

terms of time and resources needed to implement the approach at Panels’ level 

                                       
1 http://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/keydocs/docs/independencepolicy.pdf 
2 http://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/keydocs/docs/independencerules.pdf 

http://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/keydocs/docs/independencepolicy.pdf
http://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/keydocs/docs/independencerules.pdf
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and on the need for training both Panel members and EFSA staff. The SC 

suggested creating a standing WG supporting the Panels during the early stages 

of the implementation of the Guidance document. 

The WG will finalise the draft of the main chapters and of the annexes and 

present the document at the next SC meeting for possible endorsement for 

public consultation.    

5.2 Technical report on identification of emerging risks: an appraisal of 

the procedure trialled by EFSA and the way forward (EFSA-Q-2012-

00641) 

Josef Schlatter presented the  technical report summarising the activities of the 

standing WG on identification of emerging risks (ER). The report includes an 

appraisal of the current EFSA procedure for ER identifications and 

recommendations on how to improve the procedure. The report acknowledges 

the important contribution of the MS Network and the Stakeholder Consultative 

Group on Emerging Risks. The report confirms that emerging issues should be 

identified preferably through expert consultations and via exchange of 

information. Over the last years, several issues have been identified and 

activities have been carried out on specific potential hazards as well as on more 

general methodological issues (e.g.  chemical mixtures, bee health, emerging 

marine biotoxins, bush meat, lumpy skin disease, recycling of land in agriculture 

and consequent contamination with heavy metals, synthetic biology, energy 

drinks, cyanotoxins, among others). More than 50 issues have been evaluated 

and dismissed because of no potential concern. Areas of improvement include 

more engagement of the SC/Panels in the identification procedure (e.g. 

dedicated workshops on emerging horizontal cross-cutting issues, brain-

storming sessions on emerging risks, and joint workshops with international 

organisations). The report proposes that all new mandates received by EFSA 

could be checked for their link/relevance to emerging risks and communicated to 

the SCER Unit; furthermore the approach of food chain analysis and drivers 

should involve experts in the socio-economic area and trade for the long term 

anticipation of emerging risks.  

The SC was happy to endorse the draft report that will probably be published in 

June. 

5.3 PROMETHEUS deliverable 1: Principles and process for dealing with 

data and evidence in scientific assessment (EFSA-Q-2014-00896) 

The Scientific Committee was updated on the status of the activities of the 

PROMETHEUS (PROmoting METHods for Evidence Use in Scientific assessment) 

project and the next steps foreseen. The approach presented in the report 

“Principle and process for dealing with data and evidence in scientific 

assessment” was tested in a pilot case study  of  a mandate received by the ANS 

Panel on the use of isoflavones in food supplements. The case study was 

presented by Ursula Gundert-Remy (ANS Panel) and Camilla Smeraldi (FIP Unit). 

http://bordeaux-as2:8080/raw-war/?wicket:interface=:3::::
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The presentation emphasises the importance given to the definition of an agreed 

risk assessment strategy to be followed during the assessment. The application 

of the approach to this case study proved to be resource-intense but resulted in 

a systematic and clearly documented assessment. 

The SC appreciated the systematic approach applied to the case study and the 

outcome of the work. Comments were made in relation to the process that 

should be done internally by EFSA with only specific tasks outsourced to external 

contractors. The SC endorsed the document and proposed some revisions to the 

text that will be incorporated in the final version. Publication of the report is 

foreseen in June. 

6. New mandates 

None. 

7. Feedback from the Scientific Committee/Scientific Panels, EFSA, the 

European Commission 

7.1 Feedback on the work-programme of the Scientific Committee 

Working Groups: 

a. Production and consumption of insects as food and feed (EFSA-Q-

2014-00578) 

The working group met twice since the last SC plenary. During the first of these 

meetings hearing experts from industry associations, research consortia and FAO 

were invited to share their expertise on farming, production and consumption of 

edible insects. The WG is currently finalising its draft scientific opinion that will 

be tabled for discussion at the next SC plenary meeting. 

For the following WGs, the feedback has been postponed to the next plenary due 

to time constraints: 

b. Compendium of botanicals (vers 3.0) 

c. WG on Weight of evidence 

d. WG Biological Relevance 

e. BMD approach 

f. WG on bees 

g. Standing WG on Guidance Review 

 

7.2 Feedback from the Scientific Panels:  

a. EFSA’s work in the area of area of CEF – feedback from the CEF 

Panel 

Vittorio Silano, chair of the CEF Panel, presented the main activities carried out 

by the CEF Panel during the last 3 years. The work of the Panel is currently 
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organised in 4 areas dealing with Food Contact Material (FCM), Flavourings, 

Enzymes and Processing aids.  

In the area of FCM, the Panel has been recently dealing with: 

 Revision of its guidance for the submission of substances for food contact 

material evaluation; The revised guidance will be developed in a two-step 

approach. The Panel will first prepare a draft opinion outlining the 

scientific rationale for revisiting the guidance document, which will be 

subject to public consultation and only then prepare the revised guidance, 

which  is expected to be finalised by end of 2016.  

 Adoption of the Scientific opinion on the health risks for consumers from 

BPA exposure (December 2014); the final opinion was the result of the 

work of 26 WG experts, and also addressed the comments received during 

2 stakeholder events and 2 public consultations.   

 Evaluation of the safety of processes to be included in an EU list of 

authorised processes to produce recycled plastic for FCM.  

 Evaluation of substances to be included in a EU list of authorised 

substances, that can be used to manufacture active or intelligent 

components of active and/or intelligent materials. 

 Urgent risk assessments on certain phthalate plasticisers present in 

packaging materials used for food consumed by infants and young 

children; and on some chemicals used in printing inks for (non-plastic) 

FCM, detected in certain foods and the safety of which had not previously 

been evaluated. 

In the area of flavourings the Panel is currently working on the finalisation of the 

risk assessment of existing flavouring substances (expected to be concluded in 

2016), the evaluation of applications for new flavourings under Regulation (EC) 

1334/2008, and the evaluation of smoke flavourings under Regulation (EC) 

2065/2003. 

In the area of enzymes the Panel assesses the safety of all food enzymes on the 

EU market under Regulation (EC) 1332/2008. Currently 121 applications have 

been submitted for evaluation and EFSA and the EC are currently agreeing on a 

work program on the basis of priorities.   

In the area of Processing aids the panel receives mandates under Article 29 of 

Regulation (EC) No 178/2002. Only a limited number of applications have been 

submitted so far. 
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b. Report back on issues of common interest for the SC and on 

guidance documents under public consultation 

AHAW Panel 

In preparation for its renewal, the Panel is currently discussing the cycle of the 

mandates that are received seeking ways of improving its efficiency.  Animal 

health and animal welfare are quite different areas that require diverse 

expertise. 

A feedback session on the AHAW Panel period 2013-2015 will be held at the 

June plenary meeting. Prior to the meeting, Panel members will be given the 

opportunity to provide comments on a number of aspects of the Panel’s work, 

which will be collated and presented to stimulate the discussions in June. It is 

foreseen to share the feedback with the new Panel members.  

ANS Panel 

The Panel held its plenary last week and discussed the draft isoflavone opinion 

(assessment strategy presented under agenda point 5.3) and a recent 

publication in Nature on the dietary emulsifiers’ impact in metabolic syndrome in 

the mouse.  

BIOHAZ Panel 

The Panel is addressing the evaluation of methods for processing animal by-

products. The Panel is also discussing a recent paper, based on mice studies, 

pointing at the possible risk of classical scrapie for humans.  

The Panel is currently taking stock of the work performed in this mandate, and 

discussing several areas for self-tasks that will be prioritised and proposed to 

EFSA for 2015/2016. At its next meeting the Panel will discuss its first opinion 

based on the PROMETHEUS approach.   

CONTAM Panel 

The Panel is discussing the need for harmonisation of the use of uncertainty 

factors currently being applied when extrapolating data in human, animal and 

environmental assessment. The Panel will hold its next plenary meeting in May 

and will discuss, among others, a draft opinion on Perchlorate in fruit and 

vegetables. BfR representatives will be present at the meeting as hearing 

experts to express their views. 
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FEEDAP Panel 

The Panel will hold its next plenary next week. A stakeholder meeting will take 

place in the beginning of May to exchange information and views on the 

scientific evaluation of feed additives applications. 

GMO Panel 

The Panel has produced two new guidance documents, on i) agronomic and 

phenotypic effects and on ii) the renewal of GMO authorisations, that are 

currently under public consultation; the two guidance documents are expected to 

be adopted at the next meeting in May.  

NDA Panel 

The open Panel plenary meeting of the NDA panel is overlapping with this SC 

plenary. The Panel is discussing the final draft of the caffeine opinion following 

the revision after the public consultation. 

PLH Panel 

Considerable media interest was raised on the recent Panel opinion on Xylella 

fastidiosa detected in olive plantations and on the emergency measures applied 

to contain its spread. An EFSA statement was also published in response to a 

request made by an Italian non-governmental organisation to clarify EFSA’s 

position.  

The Panel has also finalised an opinion to assess the risk to plant health in EU if 

the Australian bud-galling wasp Trichilogaster acaciaelongifoliae was released for 

the control of the invasive alien plant Acacia longifolia in coastal areas of 

Portugal. The Panel is also currently reviewing the guidance document on plant 

health risk assessment taking into account the ongoing work of the Scientific 

Committee on uncertainty, PROMETHEUS, biological relevance and weight of 

evidence. 

PPR Panel 

The Panel held its plenary in March and discussed the feedback to be given to 

the SC in relation to the draft opinions on Environmental Risk assessment and 

on the suitability of the BEEHAVE model for its potential use in a regulatory 

context and for the risk assessment on multiple stressors in honeybees at the 

landscape level.  
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c. The re-evaluation of food additives used in food destined for infants 
and young children – ANS panel 

Jean Claude Lambrè, vice chair of the ANS panel, presented the approach 

proposed for the re-evaluation of the additives to be used in food supplements 

for infants and young children. The applicable Regulation (EU) No 257/2010 on 

the re-evaluation of the safety of food additives already permitted in the EU 

before 2009, provides no clear consideration on the specific uses of certain 

additives in foods and in food supplements destined to infants and young 

children. The ANS Panel concluded that a guidance should be developed to 

address specific aspects to be considered for the safety evaluation of infants. 

Considering that the guidance is of a horizontal nature, it was agreed to set up a 

Scientific Committee WG to address this issue. The WG will be chaired by a 

member of the ANS Panel and, considering the cross-cutting nature of the 

mandate, also NDA, CONTAM and PPR Panels should be involved in the WG. It is 

recommended that the WG should start its activity by September and prepare its 

Guidance document possibly by December 2015. 

7.3 Feedback from EFSA: 

a. Report back on issues relevant for the Scientific Committee 

The Executive Director provided an update on the ongoing EFSA internal 

reorganisation. As of the 1st July, the SCISTRAT Department will no longer exist. 

The SCER Unit will be moved to the Directorate on Risk Assessment  and 

Scientific Assistance (RASA), whereas the AFSCO Unit will join the Department 

of Communications and External Relations. EFSA expects these changes to result 

in a leaner and more effective structure.  

b. Preliminary discussion on the safety assessment of 

alkenylbenzenes 

During the last Advisory Forum meeting in March, Germany, on behalf of the 

BfR, ANSES and DTU presented background work on the risk assessment of 

alkenylbenzenes as botanicals which are considered as of concern as genotoxic 

carcinogens, discussing the proposal that EFSA conducts a comprehensive risk 

assessment considering exposure by foods of plant origin (whole plants, parts of 

plants and plant preparations, whether processed or original), as well as carry-

over from occurrence in feed.  

The Scientific Committee noted that these compounds have already been 

assessed under various legislation (food flavourings, traditional herbal 

medicines) by the former European Commission Scientific Committee (SCF) and 

have been classified as genotoxic and carcinogenic and possible human 

carcinogens by the International Agency for Research on Cancer. These safety 

evaluations were taken into consideration by the European Council and 

Parliament following a proposal from the Commission when the three substances 
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were included in Annex IIIB of Regulation (EC) 1334/2008: the substances 

cannot be added as such to food and, since they are naturally present in plants 

commonly used for their flavouring properties, maximum levels were set to 

restrict their presence in certain foods and beverages.  

The Scientific Committee agreed that the question, as phrased by the three 

Member States, cannot be addressed by the Scientific Committee because it is 

too broad and with no new information, a change in outcome cannot be 

expected. The Commission Representative indicated that the issue will be raised 

at the Standing Committee on Plants, Animals, Food and Feed, asking whether 

there is a need to reconsider the current approach for these substances. 

EFSA will draft an answer to the three requestors, summarising the outcome of 

this discussion.  

c. Science Quality in EFSA – The way forward 

The Scientific Committee was updated on the progress of the EFSA project to 

increase the quality of EFSA’s scientific advice. The outcomes of the external 

review process and the customer feedback were presented and noted by the SC. 

The implementation of the quality system has resulted in a measurable 

improvement in quality. Further work is foreseen toward the implementation of 

an EFSA Quality Assurance System. 

d. External report on “Review of the state of the art of human 

biomonitoring (HBM) for chemical substances and its application to 

human exposure assessment for food safety” (EFSA-Q-2013-00304) 

Anke Joas on behalf of the consortium - BiPRO GmbH and the University of 

Copenhagen - presented the objectives and the outcome of the  procurement. 

The overall objective was to critically review literature to address the last 

decade’s advances (from 2002 onward) in HBM activities and their application to 

chemical risk assessment with a particular focus on applications to the food 

safety area. In particular the contractor was required to: (1) provide an 

overview on HBM (e.g. definition and techniques) and possible application to 

human risk assessment, (2) provide an inventory of the different HBM 

surveillance programmes/initiatives at national, EU and international level and 

the relevant HBM studies published in the literature and (3) provide a review of 

results from HBM studies in order to identify emerging chemicals, vulnerable 

population groups, and validated biomarkers. 

The SC welcomed this review and acknowledged the comprehensiveness of its 

nature. Caroline Merten gave a short follow up presentation on future possible 

HBM related activities in EFSA. In particular, she informed the SC about a 

planned joint European Human Biomonitoring Initiative (EHBMI). The objective 

of the EHBMI is to bring together relevant national and EU-level research and 

policy stakeholders in order to create a European joint programme addressing 

the exposure of European citizens to chemicals and the potential impact of such 
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exposure on human health. It is expected that EFSA will provide input to the 

priority setting process. Due to time constraints, the SC decided to re-discuss 

the matter at the next plenary meeting in June. 

e. Feedback from the panel consultation of the draft opinions on 

Environmental Risk Assessment (EFSA-Q-2013-00289;EFSA-Q-2013-

00901;EFSA-Q-2013-00902) 

The draft guidance for operationalising protection goals, the draft opinion on the 

coverage of endangered species and the draft opinion on the principle of 

ecological recovery were submitted to the PPR, GMO, PLH and FEEDAP Panels for 

comments during March-April 2015. All three documents were welcomed and 

found useful by the Panels who discussed them in detail at their respective 

plenary meetings. No major difficulties were encountered and the comments will 

be considered before finalisation of the documents to be presented at the next 

plenary for endorsement for public consultation. At the same time, comments 

from the colleagues at DG Santè will also be addressed by the WG. 

 

8. Other scientific topics for information and/or discussion  

None. 

 

9. Any other business 

None. 
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Annex I 

Interests and actions resulting from the oral declarations of interests 
done at the beginning of the meeting 

 

a) With regard to this meeting, Diane Benford and Josef Schlatter declared 
that they had participated at a JECFA meeting in 2014 where a “general 

consideration” was developed on “The use of the margin of exposure 
(MOE) for the evaluation of additives used in infant formula”. In 

accordance with EFSA’s Policy on Independence and Scientific Decision-
Making Processes and the Decision of the Executive Director implementing 
this Policy regarding Declarations of Interests, and taking into account the 

specific matters discussed at the meeting in question, the interest above 
was not deemed to represent a Conflict of Interest for the experts 

concerned. 

 

 

  
 


