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About Danish Agriculture and Food Council DAFC

o The DAFC was established in June 2009
as a merger of farmers’ organisations and organisations representing the food and feed industry, agritech and related sectors.

o We represent stakeholders across the whole food value chain.
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Food safety is paramount

o EFSA’s work is absolutely crucial for us.

o Consumers must have full confidence that the food placed
on the market is healthy and safe.

o Risk assessments must be based on a solid scientific
foundation - recognized internationally and ensuring a
common high level of food safety across the EU.




Status in Denmark

o No widespread problem with PFAS in Danish food - in general.

o Buta few cases have shown that the risk is real — and can be complex.

o Fire training site near the city Korsgr: A local, severe contamination where
exposure was very high because a few individuals consumed products
from a self-supply farm.

o Eggs with PFAS from fishmeal: A classic case of source tracing. The
problem was solved through attention to sourcing and PFAS limits in
fishmeal.

o (Cattle on coastal grazing areas: A diffuse contamination, most likely via
sea foam. Factors such as season, grazing period, and animal type
influence the PFAS level found in blood and meat samples.




Monitoring and knowledge sharing are important

The cases remind us that PFAS contamination can occur
in very different ways and environments, highlighting
why monitoring and knowledge sharing are so
important.




A necessary balance

Food safety is paramount!

But important to note that food production - especially with
grazing livestock — contributes to other important agendas:
preserving natural habitats, biodiversity, locally produced
food, and employment in rural areas.

When choosing the specific tools to protect consumers from
PFAS exposure, we must take this into consideration

This is a balance we need to safeguard.




Conclusions

o Crucial that the EU works towards a shared knowledge base on
sources of PFAS contamination. This is essential to get a
comprehensive risk picture - some sources may only affect a
small part of production and are therefore difficult to detect in
general monitoring programs — but can be significant locally.

o EFSA’s leadership in harmonized data collection and risk
assessment is very important. This is essential for ensuring
consistency and scientific integrity across the EU.

o Strong need for robust monitoring tools and analytical methods
that can quickly and reliably identify PFAS in feed, water, and
the environment,

o Food safety is paramount - but the choice of tools should
reflect a balance with other agendas
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