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Chair: Bernhard Url / Patrick Hau 

Members  

Belgium  Benoît Horion 

Bulgaria Boiko Likov 

Czech Republic Jitka Götzová 

Denmark Flemming Bager 

Germany Reiner Wittkowski 

Estonia Martin Minjajev 

Ireland Raymond Ellard 

Greece Eirini Tsigarida 

Spain Ana Canals 

France Rozenn Saunier 

Croatia Andrea Gross-Bošković 

Iceland John Gislason 

Italy Giancarlo Belluzzi 

Cyprus Maro Christodoulidou 

Latvia Aivars Bērziņš 

Lithuania Zenonas Stanevicius 

Luxembourg Patrick Hau 

Luxembourg Sarah Haunert 

Hungary Ákos Bernard Jóźwiak 

Netherlands Jaqueline Castenmiller 

Norway Marie Louise Wiborg 

Austria Roland Grossgut 

Poland Jacek Postupolski 

Portugal Filipa Melo di Vasconcelos 

Romania Alecsandra Dida Cozachievici 

Slovenia Urška Blaznik 

Slovak Republic Zuzana Bírošová 

Finland Matti Aho 

Sweden Leif Busk 

United Kingdom Penny Bramwell 
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Observers  

Albania Pamela Radovani 

FYR of Macedonia Zoran Popovski 

Serbia Tamara Bošković 

EC Jeannie Vergnettes 

Consultants Gene Rowe/ Fergus Bolger 

 

EFSA Staff  

Stef Bronzwaer Jeff Moon 

Julia Finger Ilias Papatryphon 

Juliane Kleiner Shira Tabachnikoff (teleconference) 

Lesley Koschel (teleconference) Hans Verhagen 

 

Apologies:  

Malta, Switzerland, Montenegro, Turkey 

 

1. OPENING OF MEETING 

Bernhard Url, EFSA’s Executive Director (ED) and Chair of the meeting opened the 58th 

Advisory Forum (AF) Meeting thanking Luxembourg as host country under their EU 

Presidency. 

Bernhard welcomed the joining of the Pre-Accession countries to the meeting, namely 

Pamela Radovani (Albania), Zoran Popovski (FYR of Macedonia) and Tamara Boskovic 

(Serbia) informing members that the new EFSA Pre-Accession Programme (IPA 

programme), started on 1 October and  runs till 30 November 2017 allowing  

representatives from the Candidate countries to attend the meetings of the AF as 

observers. The Chair also welcomed members joining the forum for the first time, Maro 

Christodoulidou (Cyprus), Jacqueline Castenmiller (Netherlands) and Sarah Haunert 

(Luxembourg). He informed that apologies have been received from Malta, Switzerland, 

Montenegro and Turkey. Last but not least the Chair thanked two members that are 

leaving the Advisory Forum, Zenonas Stanevicius (Lithuania) and Leif Busk (Sweden) for 

their work over the past years. 

The Chair informed that the minutes of the 57th AF meeting, which was held as a Joint 

Meeting with the Focal Point (FP) Network on 13 October in Milan have been approved 

and are available on the DMS. 

In line with the requirements on independence, members were asked for additional Oral 

Declarations of Interest (ODoIs) and no additional interest was declared. 

 

2. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA 

The draft meeting agenda was opened for additional items.  An update on red meat and 

carcinogenity on request of Sweden and information on the state-of-play on the recent 

discussion on Glyphosate which have been included under agenda item 9. Any other 

Business (AoB). The plenary then adopted the agenda. 
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3. MATTERS ARISING 

3.a ED Progress Report 

The ED Progress Report shared with the EFSA Management Board had been circulated 

among the AF members before the meeting. Members accepted the report without any 

further questions.  

3.b ED Country Visits 

The Chair gave the floor to Ireland, Portugal and Luxembourg which recently hosted an 

ED visit to give a short verbal summery on the respective meetings. 

Germany also gave feedback on a training session on FoodChainLab, an IT tool to track 

the food chain, which had previously been agreed as a joint project on the ED visit to 

Germany.  

3.c Action Points from last meeting 

Members were reminded of two Action Points from the Joint AF/FP meeting which were 

to notify their interest in joining a workshop on IMPRORISK and to express interest to be 

a Fellowship Hosting Site for one of the one-week training course models. 

 

4. STRATEGIC ISSUES SESSION 

4.1 EFSA Strategy 

The Chair provided an introduction to the EFSA Strategy 2020 briefly recapping the 

process and consultation that had closed on 20 November after receiving comments 

from Member States. He lined out the objectives of the session, as to inform on the 

steps taken since last AF meeting, discuss the draft actions to implement the strategy 

and its related outcomes and to agree on the next steps. He then gave the floor to Ilias 

Papatryfon to present the main priorities within the strategy and the development of an 

implementation plan. Ilias Papatryfon particularly focussed on the implementation of the 

Strategic Objective 3 (SO3), to “Build the EU’s scientific assessment capacity and 

knowledge community” and three respective actions proposed, involving interaction and 

support from the MS.  

AF members then engaged in an intense discussion on the EFSA strategy and the 

implementation of its strategic objectives. Much of the discussion concentrated on the 

role of science in risk assessment (RA) versus risk management (RM), taking into 

consideration the differences in MS systems as well as the need to close gaps and create 

better links between RA and RM. In this context the fitness check of EFSA’s founding 

Regulation 178/2002 of the European Commission (EC) should be considered in 

implementing the strategy. Bernhard Url pointed out that in some areas as Plant Health 

and Animal Health EFSA is giving risk mitigation options following risk-benefit analysis, 

however the level of convergence of RA and RM also depends on the formulation of 

questions from the EC. The European Commission added that they are currently 

finalising the internal report on the fitness check, including external evaluations and an 

intermediate report on EFSA, which will be provided to MS for discussing preliminary 

lines before its publication. The general approach is to identify issues that can be solved 

without changing legislation, then to consider implementing text and as last resort to 

undertake a change of the founding regulation. 

Belgium, Sweden, Finland, Austria, France, Germany and the UK raised a number of 

issues including concerns that the strategy is very broad, ambitious and will increase 

need for resources. They noted that involvement of experts in the work of EFSA should 

become more attractive also taking into account that MS are undertaking their own RA. 

There was general consensus on the need of a holistic approach including social and 

biological sciences into a common research agenda. Particular reference to explore 
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clusters of EFSA, MS and other partners would be appreciated. Bernhard Url confirmed 

the inclusion of social sciences into the strategy’s implementation and the better use of 

research programmes available on EU and MS level. 

Finally, the Netherlands, supported by Latvia proposed to rename strategic objective 

SO3 into SO1 to underline its importance. 

Ilias informed that the implementation plan will go more into detail with milestones and 

deliverables. The strategy will be presented to the Management Board for approval in 

March. 

Action Point 1: AF to give written feedback on the EFSA Strategy until 21-12-2015 

 

4.2 EU Risk Assessment Agenda: Outcome of the Delphi study 

The Chair gave the floor to Stef Bronzwaer who introduced the session on the EU RA 

Agenda, starting with a presentation on the outcome of the Delphi study to identify 

topics for the agenda to be followed by breakout group discussions on particular issues 

of implementation. A copy of the draft report on the Delphi study had been shared 

beforehand. 

The consultants who carried out the exercise, Gene Rowe and Fergus Bolger presented 

the outcome of the Delphi study and the 28 food priorities that have been identified.  

The plenary then discussed methodology and outcome of the study. Sweden, Finland and 

other members welcomed the report as a starting point for identifying important topic 

areas, with Finland noting that the area of regulated products, which makes up much of 

EFSA’s workplan, were not on the list. Spain and France raised questions regarding the 

procedure and identification of experts taken part in the three Delphi rounds. Germany 

questioned the basis for the 3 criteria that were part of the questionnaire. The consultant 

clarified aspects of the methodology and Stef Bronzwaer reminded members that the 

undertaking of the Study and the broad criteria were the result of discussions with the 

AF Discussion Group on the EU Risk Assessment Agenda from the end of 2014.   

Members concluded that the agenda was a good starting point but more discussion on 

how to take priorities forward was needed, with a suggestion to take the priorities 

identified as an initial “pick list” for joint projects.  This was agreed by members. 

Action Point 2: AF to comment on Delphi Paper by 18-12-2015 

 

4.3 EU Risk Assessment Agenda; Breakout Groups 

Stef Bronzwaer introduced the breakout group session related to the EU risk assessment 

agenda: The Delphi study identified 28 food safety priority topics. Next steps will be to 

identify the proper process and resources to implement activities under these priorities. 

The four breakout groups are meant to exchange ideas and views on different lines of 

action regarding Process, Consultation, Funding opportunities and Thematic Grants. 

 On the process, the group identified a list of priorities as not being the ideal starting 

point and that other ways such as annual review on basis of general defined areas of 

work to be done could also contribute along with priorities of DG SANTE. Further 

work in the procedure from defining a list of topics to the implementation of joint 

projects needs to be done. 

1. Regarding the consultation process, this should follow a top-down approach, 

starting from the strategic level, internationally and nationally, followed by the 

operational level regarding the implementation. Policy makers should get involved 

at a certain stage and the list should be aggregated from both levels with an 

agreed frequency of updates and consultation. 
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2. In relation to funding, a clear statement from EFSA that the topics identified are 

worthy committing resources to is necessary to obtain international funding. 

Approaches could be made to CODEX JECFA, EIT, SCAR or the University of 

Minnesota for example. Also the Ministries of Defence should be taken into 

consideration as they might commit resources in relation to food crisis as a 

security issue. Another option which should be considered would be to involve the 

private industry, acknowledging the need to avoid conflict of interest in this case. 

3. Finally, the group considering thematic grants suggested opening the call for a 

broad theme, mentioning as possible themes the issues of risk assessment 

methodologies (e.g. rapid risk assessment, risk benefit assessment, or cocktail 

effects) and/or hot topics such as campylobacter, antimicrobial resistance or 

trans fatty acids. 

 

5. COMMUNICATIONS/ AFCWG 

Alberto Spagnolli raised awareness of the new EFSA website that has been launched on 7 

December after a two-year rebuild grounded on extensive user research. The overhaul 

involved re-structuring and rationalising content, introducing a fresher, uncluttered 

visual style, and switching to a modern technology platform that boosts performance, 

works on any device and paves the way for further online innovations. The new website 

is also faster and mobile-friendly. 

The Chair then gave the floor to Leif Busk, AF Member from Sweden to provide feedback 

on closer alignment between the AF and the Advisory Forum Communication Working 

Group (AFCWG). Leif attended the last AFCWG meeting with the particular objective of a 

better understanding on how the two groups could develop a closer working relationship. 

Discussions revealed the need to bring both groups together more often and increase 

communication. The next step will be a concept paper of recommendations for discussion 

at the AF meeting in June followed by a joint session to refine the concept paper. The 

goal is to adopt a final plan of action for closer alignment agreed by the AF/AFCWG by 

the end of 2016. 

Shira Tabachnikoff added an overview of AFCWG activities via teleconference and 

introduced the EU Insights Project, on which AF members received a summary paper in 

preparation of the meeting. Discussions in breakout groups at the last AFCWG meeting 

identified three priority topics among which agreement was made on Antimicrobial 

Resistance.  

Italy and Finland raised the need to review the purpose of the AFCWG as well as the 

needs of all Member States for this group, which Shira supported pointing out that the 

group is meant to form a coherent voice for European citizens but that requests made to 

the group are not always clear. Spain suggested renaming of the group into Steering 

Group, clarifying its mandate and tasks. Responding to suggestions of organising regular 

joint meetings, Bernhard Url noted that physical joint meetings of both groups may face 

problems in schedule and efficiency so shall remain on ad hoc basis.  

Bernhard Url concluded that the mandate and expectations for the AFCWG will be 

reviewed over 2016 with the aim to make the best use of this group for coherent 

communication across Europe. 

Action Point 3: AF to give feedback on new EFSA website 

 

6. RISK ASSESSMENT SESSION 

6.1. Population Subgroups 

The Chair gave the floor to Germany to introduce the topic. Germany explained that BfR, 

ANSES and DTU discussed the need to conduct RA on subgroups of population. Juliane 
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Kleiner then gave a presentation of the follow-up on the discussions of EFSA with the 

Scientific Committee concluding that EFSA’s RA focuses by default on the healthy 

population. Subgroups of the population should not be excluded but special RA targeted 

on subgroups has to be done on a one-by-one decision and in alignment with the RM. 

Germany added that generally it is sufficient to give additional information on problems 

that might for particular subgroups without changing the whole RA. As the three 

institutes will continue to work on this topic, Bernhard Url asked the members to come 

back to the AF with more information on a later stage. 

Some members pointed out that immigrants could be seen as an important subgroup, 

but also other groups, vegetarians, hospitalised etc. were mentioned. 

6.2. EU Risk Assessment Cafe 

The Chair gave the floor to Stef Bronzwaer and Jeff Moon to introduce the World Café 

breakout groups on risk assessment. The World Café is known as a meeting method to 

create collaborative dialogue around a subject through the use of small table discussion 

groups. The World Café session replaced the usual standing item dedicated to updates 

on forthcoming RA activities providing an opportunity for dialogue on collaboration on 

forthcoming RA activities in order to generate ideas for joint projects and to identify 

partners for joint projects. Five topics reflecting the five domains used in identifying 

priorities in the Delphi Study for the EU RA Agenda were discussed: 1) Chemical RA; 2) 

Microbiological RA; 3) Environmental RA; 4) Nutrition; 5) General RA 

 

7. FORWARD PLANNING 

7.1. Advisory Forum Review 

The Chair opened the second day of the meeting with discussion on the outcome of the 

AF Review. Alberto Spagnolli led the session by introducing the draft report of which 

members had received a copy.  

 

The report concluded the year-long exercise building on the two session reports provided 

by the external facilitator Malcolm Parker. A range of operational and strategic 

recommendations were made and members were gien the opportunity to comment on 

the recommendations.  

 

The proposal to renew the Declaration of intent that was made by members in 2006 was 

supported by the members, with a proposal that it be signed on the 10 year anniversary 

of the Declaration in September 2016 as a Declaration of Commitment to food safety risk 

assessment ensuring the protection of consumers. 

 

In relation to the partnership model being proposed with members expected to 

commit  resources on behalf of their country to joint projects, Belgium expressed strong 

reservation while Austria, Portugal, Spain and the UK noted support in principal, but 

indicated that members were not always in the position of being able to commit 

resources without wider consultation at national level. Belgium added that the tool for 

sharing information about national risk assessment activities should be modernised and 

that an increase involvement of AF members would require appropriate preparation and 

consultation well in advance.   

     

Alberto Spagnolli acknowledged the difficulties raised regarding resources and thanked 

the members for the supportive comments, noting that the report was agreed (subject 

to any final comments to be sent to the secretariat as soon as possible) and work would 

commence on implementing the recommendations. 
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Action Point 4: AF to comment on AF Review report until 18-12-2015 

7.2. AF Planning 2016 

The Chair gave the floor to Jeff Moon to give an update on dates for AF Meeting in 2016: 

The 59th meeting takes place 8-9 March in Parma, the 60th meeting 8-9 June in 

Utrecht/Netherlands, the 61st meeting 28-29 in Bratislava/Slovak Republic and the 62nd 

meeting 7-8 December in Parma. Members will be asked to agree the main topics for 

discussion for each meeting in 2016. At the same time volunteers from members to lead 

preparations from discussions should be sought. Based on the feedback from the 

meeting, the secretariat will plan the content of the meetings for 2016 and circulate 

details early in the year. 

Spain mentioned the need for collaboration on ciguatoxin in terms of sharing of data. 

Also framework partnership agreements and the work of the new network on veterinary 

drug residues would be desirable topics. France announced an update on a total diet 

study. 

Action Point 5: AF to propose strategic topics for 2016 meetings and preferred panel 

presentations for meetings in June, September and December 

 

8. GENERAL SESSION 

Bernhard Url passed chairmanship of this session to Patrick Hau, AF member from 

Luxembourg, host country and EU Presidency  

8.1. Customer Feedback Exercise 

The Chair gave the floor to Lesley Koschel, who presented via teleconference the 

outcome of the EFSA customer feedback exercise with the EC. 

It was questioned whom to consider as EFSA’s customers, only the EC and the MS or 

also applicants and the industry. Bernhard Url confirmed that those that can task EFSA 

are seen as customers, the EC, EP and the MS, a broadening of the term customer 

including applicants, industry and consumers leads to difficulty. 

Italy and Finland expressed their interest in a survey among MS, on which Lesley 

confirmed to come back with a proposal at a next AF meeting. Finland noted that 

Industry is also an important stakeholder and would welcome feedback from this sector 

as well. 

Action Point 6: EFSA to draft proposal on feedback from MS for consideration by AF 

members (as part of annual Customer Feedback Exercise) 

8.2. Openness: Dialogue with applicants and stakeholders 

The Chair gave the floor to the UK who had raised the topic of openness in relation to 

applicants for regulated products. The UK asked how EFSA deals with applications for 

regulated products and similar requests from the industry and if more could be done 

regarding transparency including face to face meetings. 

Juliane Kleiner gave an update on initiatives taken to develop guidance documents with 

consultation with industry, the use of webinars to explain the details of applications, 

explaining that pre-submission meetings are not considered. 

Belgium, France, Sweden and Romania provided information of their own national 

experiences in exchanging dialogue with industry sectors on regulated products, 

8.3. Approaches to tackle antimicrobial resistance in Germany: data collection 

and risk assessment 

The topic was postponed to the next meeting. 
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9. AOB 

9.1. BfR “Opinion App” 

Bernhard Url announced on behalf of the BfR the development of an “Opinion App”, 

providing consumers with mobile access to the BfR’s health-related assessments. The 

download is currently available in German, with an English version coming soon. 

9.2. Networks 

Stef Bronzwaer reminded members that as part of the annual exercise they will be asked 

to confirm the nominations of representative organisations and contacts for the EFSA 

Scientific Networks. Stef also provided brief information on the new Network on Residues 

of Veterinary Medicinal Products, which has its first meeting on 23-24 February. 

Action Point 7: AF to send yearly update of Network Members and Representatives until 

31-01-2016 (on separate request) 

9.3. Lumpy Skin Disease 

Bulgaria informed participants on the outbreak of Lumpy Skin Disease spreading rapidly. 

Other countries expressed their interest in further collaboration of a joint project on this 

topic. Bulgaria will provide further information and EFSA will consult experts in house. 

France and Greece noted interest in further collaboration on the topic.  

Action Point 8: EFSA to lead collaboration on Lumpy Skin Disease and Bulgaria to provide 

further information 

9.4. Glyphosate 

Bernhard Url introduced the topic providing an overview of the process in re-evaluation 

of pesticides and the IARC opinion followed by an overview of the evidence in relation to 

the carcinogenicity studies and approach used by IARC by Juliane Kleiner. Germany 

added that the RA generally is a routine case but became very political and suggested a 

scientific meeting to solve relevant issues with WHO scientifically. 

9.5. Red Meat 

Sweden presented their earlier assessment regarding an association of red meat 

consumption and carcinogenicity which supported the World Cancer Fund conclusions.  

Members discussed the significance of the IARC report and the importance of national 

dietary advice regarding the matter.  

9.6. AF Video 

In the final of the meeting, the EFSA information video about the AF, featuring some 

members was displayed, which would be published on the EFSA YouTube channel in the 

coming days. 

Action Point 9: EFSA to disseminate link to AF video (after publication) and AF to express 

interest in its translation 

 

CLOSURE OF THE MEETING 

The Chair closed the meeting, thanking participants for their attendance and active 

contribution, and expressed special thanks to the EFSA colleagues supporting the 

meeting in Luxembourg and in Parma. 
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SUMMARY OF ACTION POINTS 

 

 

 

 

Action 
Number 

Action  

1 AF to give written feedback on the EFSA Strategy until 21-12-2015 

2 AF to comment on Delphi Paper by 18-12-2015 

3  AF to give feedback on new EFSA website 

4  AF to comment on AF Review report until 18-12-2015 

5 AF to propose strategic topics for 2016 meetings and preferred panel 

presentations for meetings in June, September and December 

6 EFSA to draft proposal on feedback from MS for consideration by AF 
members (as part of annual Customer Feedback exercise 

7 AF to send yearly update of Network members and Representatives until 31-
01-2016 

8 EFSA to lead collaboration on Lumpy Skin Disease upon further information 
from Bulgaria 

9 EFSA to disseminate link to AF video and AF to express eventual interest in 
translation 


