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     European Food Safety Authority 

Minutes 

SECOND MEETING OF THE ADVISORY FORUM 

ZAPPIO, ATHENS  

14 MAY 2003 

 

Members of the Advisory Forum present 
 
EFSA                  Geoffrey Podger 
                                           (Chair) 
Austria Peter Kranner 
Belgium Charles Crémer 
Denmark Hans Peter Jensen 
Finland Jouko Tuomisto 
France Martin Hirsch 
 Maxime Schwarz 
Germany Andreas Henzel 
Greece Christina Papanikolaou 
 Mina Papathanissiou 
 Georgia Grintzali 
 

Ireland Alan Reilly 
Italy Paolo Aureli 
Luxembourg Felix Wildschutz 
Netherlands Willem De Wit 
Portugal Isabel Maria Meirelles 
Teixeira 
Spain Pilar Farjas Abadia 
Sweden Leif Busk 
UK Andrew Wadge 

 

 

Observers present 
 
Cyprus Eleni Ioannou-Kakouri 
Czech Republic Josef Mat�jka 
Hungary Marie Szabo 
Lithuania Darius Remeika 
Malta Martin Seychell 
Poland Krzysztof Paj�czek 
Slovak Republik Ján Štulc 
 

Iceland Elin Gudmunsdóttir 
Norway Gunnar Jordfald 
 
EU Commission Jeannie Vergnettes 

 

Staff of the European Food Safety Authority present 
 
Christine Majewski  
Anja Van Impe 

Suzy Renckens  
Katty Verhelst 

 

1. Welcome by the Greek Authority’s to Athens 

Christina Papanikolaou from EFET, the Greek national body for the safety of 
foods and the protection of consumers welcomed the Member States, the 
Accession Countries, EEA-EFTA countries and the European Commission to 
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Greece.  Christina conveyed greetings from Mr Apostolos Tsohatzopoulos, 
the Greek Minister of Development who apologised for not being able to 
attend the meeting.  Christina explained that all Greek authorities are very 
active in food safety matters and she looks forward to future close 
collaboration between EFET and EFSA. This can only enhance food safety 
and consumers’ confidence in the Greek and European food supply.   

 

2. Introduction by Geoffrey Podger and the adoption of the agenda 

The Chair, Geoffrey Podger, expressed his thanks on behalf of all the 
participants for the Greek hospitality, the dinner and the organisation of the 
meeting. 

The Chair welcomed the members and new entry states and countries 
participating for the first time.   

The agenda was approved. 

 

3. Minutes of the meeting of 6-7 March and matters arising 

The various issues that arose from the minutes of the previous meeting were 
discussed in other agenda items. 

 

4. Update by Geoffrey Podger on progress in setting up the EFSA 

4.1 The European Parliament had released some funds from the reserve 
which will be particularly of benefit for the recruitment of additional 
EFSA staff thus enabling the Authority to grow.  Consequently, staffing 
levels should increase quite rapidly, especially in the area of the 
scientific activities. 

4.2 The call for expression of interest for the Head of Communication and 
Deputy Executive Director closes on 15 May.  The Authority is planning 
to invite at least one Member State to sit on the interview panel with the 
Executive Director, together with a representative of the European 
Commission’s Health and Consumer Protection Directorate-General for 
both posts.  The invitation to the Member States will be finalised once 
the nationalities of the candidates are known.  The Executive Director 
will be in touch with one Member State, other than the nationality of the 
candidates, to invite them to assist with the interview.   

4.3 The Chair considered it very helpful to have a discussion in today’s 
meeting on emerging risks.  It is clear that stakeholders and consumers 
will be expecting the Authority to contribute to these issues.  The 
Authority and the Commission are in the process of discussing their 
respective roles and any input from the Advisory Forum members will 
be helpful to provide parallel input to thinking on the identification of 
emerging issues.  The Chair is hopeful that roles and responsibilities 
will be defined by early July 2003.   

4.4 The Management Board approved the final list of experts of the 
Scientific Committee and Panels in its meeting of 29 April.  The 



AF 04.07.2003 – 2 
ADOPTED Minutes of the meeting 14 May Athens 

  3 

Authority will arrange a series of inaugural meetings at the end of May 
for the experts in order to introduce the Committee and Panels, to start 
a discussion on the Panel’s work programme and to clarify some of the 
administrative matters.   

4.5 A publication of the list of names will follow soon after the inaugural 
meetings. The Chair thanked the member states who commented on 
the shortlist.  The feedback phase from the Advisory Forum was 
considered as being helpful and useful in the process.  In some cases, 
the Authority altered its view following the comments from the Member 
States, especially if the Authority had a choice between experts.   

4.6 The main conclusions of the process were that: 

1) more time is needed in the future for Member States to 
comment;  

2) the age of the experts should not be a main factor in ruling 
him or her out; as with nationality and gender, a balance of more 
junior and more senior people is needed in the Panels;  

3) retired experts can be selected for the Committee and Panels 
provided they are still participating in scientific activities;  

4) since the Authority had done an in-depth evaluation, including 
the external audit, and since it is a sensitive matter for the 
candidates how much information about their application can be 
released to member states, the Chair did not think it was 
suitable for the Member States to re-do the evaluation exercise, 
but to only comment on those candidates they know;  

5) the Chair appealed to the Advisory Forum members to 
encourage women in their countries to apply for such positions;  

6) the question of confidentiality needs to be explored; there 
needs to be a balance between protecting the applicant and 
reaching the appropriate people to comment on the applicant; 
and  

7) the call for expression of interest needs to be further 
advertised in order to attract more candidates. 

 The Chair thanked the Authority’s team who participated in the process 
and the Member States who commented on the shortlist.   

 

5. Reminder concerning possible secondments of national personnel 
as detached national experts to EFSA  

5.1 The Chair introduced this item by informing the members that 
agreement is well on its way between the Authority and few Member 
States to have national staff members seconded to the Authority.  
Since this is an ongoing process, Member States who wish to propose 
national experts, can still do so.  The number of detached national 
experts is unlimited in theory, in practice the Authority would need to 
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accommodate them in the current structure and only where there is a 
clear need for the expertise.    

5.2 Although in general the national expert will generally be employed full-
time and located at the Authority’s headquarters, there needs to be a 
sufficient level of flexibility in terms of location and sharing jobs. 

 

6. Exchange of views on GMO guidelines  

6.1 France introduced this item by thanking the Authority for including the 
item on genetically modified organisms (GMOs) on the agenda. France 
submitted  the document “An assessment of the risks related to the 
consumption of food products containing or consisting of genetically 
modified organisms”, published by the French food safety agency 
AFSSA in January 2001.   

 
France considered the GMO topic as being one that should be 
approached in the quickest way possible as EFSA will have an 
important role to play when the new GM (genetically modified) food and 
feed regulation will be in place. France stressed the need to harmonise 
the guidelines for risk assessment of  GMOs. While indicating that 
there is a general consensus on the risk assessment of GMOs, the 
French expert illustrated some aspects for which national authorities 
have a different approach..  

Guidelines were also considered from the UK, Belgium and the 
European Commission’s Scientific Steering Committee. 

6.2 Public attention is mainly focused on the transgenic plant varieties 
intended for human or animal consumption, but the GMOs affecting the 
everyday life of all of us could also be micro-organisms.  Considering 
the public sensitivity of the issue, it is easy to be criticised.  The Chair 
explored with members if there was agreement in principles to 
spending time and energy on this topic within the Advisory Forum or 
elsewhere in the Authority due to its importance and sensitivity. 

 
6.3 Belgium submitted its document “Guidance notes for the safety 

assessment of genetically modified crops for food and feed use” 
finalised in April 2003  The document describes the elements needed 
for the safety assessment of foods and feeds derived from genetically 
modified crops and provides guidance to notifiers and biosafety 
assessors as to which extent studies have to be carried out following a 
case-by-case approach for the evaluation of genetically modified food 
and feed crops. 
Recently the new ‘Guidance document for the risk assessment of 
genetically modified plants and derived food and feed’ was prepared 
for the Scientific Steering Committee. The Netherlands expressed their 
satisfaction with this new guidance document. 
The UK informed the members that Codex guidelines are expected to 
be adopted in June and that there is a need for international 
harmonization on this issue. 
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6.4 Belgium further explained that the European Union is currently in a 

transitional phase with regards to the assessment of GMOs.  National 
guidelines may need to be changed following the new regulation on 
genetically modified plants and derived food and feed.  The Authority 
will be fully engaged also in this activity.    

 
6.5 Since further regulations will come along, the Advisory Forum needs to 

consider now how these regulations can be taken forward, not only in 
the area of GMOs, but for all activities in the remit of the Authority. 

 
6.6 The French representative raised the question of how national 

authorities would proceed in the evaluation of the individual GMO 
dossiers, and if and how EFSA could collate this. There were no 
conclusion drawn by the Forum on this point.  

 

6.7 It was agreed that the Authority’s GMO panel will take into account the 
different guidance documents while drafting future guidelines. Member 
states will be invited to make comments on a draft opinion. Clearly this 
is an area for which there is a need to constantly review and update on 
the basis of the best scientific knowledge. 

 

7. Exchange of Views on the handling a high profile food safety risks - 
with reference to the lessons learned during recent raised concerns 
over Acrylamide. In particular: 

- rapid exchanges of information from the MS, Commission 
and the EFSA  

-  risk communication matters arising from similar high 
profile food safety concerns 

7.1 Christine Majewski (EFSA) introduced this item by presenting 
discussion points in terms of handling food safety scares as the 
Authority becomes operational and beyond. Christine outlined the role 
of the Authority and suggested acceptable working practices on 
developing close collaboration between the Authority and the Member 
States in order to prevent bad surprises on food safety risks and to 
improve communication of information.  

7.2 Sweden demonstrated how they approached risk assessment and risk 
communication by presenting the acrylamide case. 

7.3 Following the two presentations and an exchange of views by various 
member states, it was decided that: 

• It is desirable to have a European coordination, for instance the 
European Food Safety Authority, where risk communication is 
centralised and which can be used as a focal point for rapid 
exchange of information 
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• A colloque should be organised in order to start the involvement 
of the consumers at an early stage, hence improving the 
outcome.  The colloque should cover, amongst other items, an 
approach on how consumers can be involved in case of crises 

• The Authority’s secretariat will circulate a note to the Advisory 
Forum members on a proposed IT solution.   

• The members are asked to provide proposals to the Authority on 
other government bodies who could be involved in an 
information network. 

• The views of the Advisory Forum members regarding clear 
separation in roles and responsibilities in terms of risk 
assessment and risk management will be expressed in the 
discussion between the Authority and the Commission. 

 

8. Working together to develop co-ordination on research priorities 

8.1 The Chair introduced this agenda item by informing the members that 
the Authority already had discussions the Commission’s Research 
Directorate-General (RTD) to have their views on the Authority and the 
Advisory Forum.  RTD sees the opportunity to interact directly with the 
member states through the Advisory Forum and suggested to join the 
meeting on various occasions to inform the members on the future of 
RTD and to report back what has been done. 

8.2 The Advisory Forum members are asked to bring proposals forward on 
research priorities prior its meeting of 4 July.   

 

9. Update and exchange of views from the Authority on matters 
currently under review in the Authority including those where there is 
current consumer concern 

 
9.1 The Netherlands informed the members that a letter by the Director-

General of the national authority was sent to Mr Coleman, Direcor-
General of the Health and Consumer Protection Directorate-General, 
on SARS.  Since SARS survives in lower temperatures, there might be 
a certain risk that contaminated products are being imported from Asia.  
The question was raised whether the Authority should take action. 

 
9.2 The European Commission ensured the members that they have taken 

a proactive and leading role in responding in a precise and timely 
manner to this outbreak, co-ordinating the EU Network of 
Communicable Diseases and with the WHO, so that Member States 
have responded consistently to this outbreak.   

 
9.3 Following the request from various member states on a possible SARS 

contamination problem, it was agreed a coordination is needed and 
that this should go through the Authority.   
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9.4 The United Kingdom informed the members on its recent publications 
in the area of vitamins and minerals, new salt advice, and phyto-
estrogenes.  All publications can be found on the Food Standards 
Agency’s website. 

 
9.5 France suggested that issues, such as consumption of sugar, should 

be a European approach since they are not convinced that different 
member states draw the same conclusions following their research.  
The members are asked to send any comments in any language to 
AFSSA. 

 
9.6 The Netherlands drew attention to the importance of the White Paper 

on acrylamide.  The matter will be raised again in the Advisory Forum 
meeting of 4 July. 

 
9.7 Germany has completed research on antibiotic resistance in 

salmonella, campylobacter and other pathogens in poultry and chicken 
products and is exploring further the important matter of methods for 
the evaluation and detection of antibiotic resistance.  

 
9.8 Following the acrylamide contamination in Sweden, Norway is involved 

in research on acrylamide where they identified 3 kinds of problems.  
The research findings are on the national agency’s website. 

 
9.9 The Authority is in the process of publishing a call for tender in order to 

commission work in the area of emerging risks.  Initial discussions with 
RTD have started and the Authority considers establishing a 
consortium of research institutes.   Realising that emerging risks is a 
difficult area to capture and that the project is an experiment for the 
Authority, an evaluation will be needed.    

 
 
10. Discussion on the Procedural Rules 

10.1 In its meeting of 6-7 March, the Advisory Forum expressed some 
concern that the Management Board was going to reconsider the 
procedural rules for the Advisory Forum.  After consultation, the 
Management Board so far has not made any concrete suggestions for 
change.  Although there is a high degree of transparency in the 
Authority it is necessary for the Advisory Forum to engage in 
discussing confidential matters which at that stage are not for public 
comment as it is specifically not a requirement of the Regulation to 
publish the agendas of the Advisory Forum the Executive Director, as 
Chairman, that it would be beneficial to identify if a more defined 
manner types of documents that may be made public.  The agenda of 
the Advisory Forum will not be made public prior to the meeting while 
the minutes of the meetings will be put on the Authority’s website. 

10.2 In view of the need to ensure good collaboration and information 
exchanges it was suggested to hold some meetings where 
stakeholders could be invited.   
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11. Any other business 

No other business was added to the agenda. 

The Chair closed the meeting by thanking the members for their positive and 
constructive approach, the interpreters, the EFSA team and especially the 
Greek authority for their hospitality and for having organised the meeting. 


