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     European Food Safety Authority 

Draft Minutes 

THIRD MEETING OF THE ADVISORY FORUM 

BUNDESINSTITUT FÜR RISIKOBEWERBUNG (BfR), BERLIN 

4 JULY 2003 

Members of the Advisory Forum present 
 
Chair: Geoffrey Podger, Chief Executive, EFSA 
 
Austria Roland Grossgut 
Denmark Hans Peter Jensen                
Finland Jouko Tuomisto 
France Martin Hirsch 
Germany Andreas Henzel 
Greece Christina Papanikolaou 
 

Ireland Alan Reilly 
Italy Paolo Aureli 
Luxembourg Felix Wildschutz 
Netherlands Willem De Wit 
Portugal Isabel Maria Meirelles Teixeira 
Spain José Arranz-Recio 
Sweden Leif Busk 
UK Andrew Wadge 

 

Observers present 
 
Hungary Peter Biacs 
Poland Krzysztof Paj�czek 
Slovak Republik Ján Štulc 
Slovenia                      Marusa Adamic 
 

Iceland Elin Gudmunsdóttir 
Norway Gunnar Jordfald 
 
EU Commission Jeannie Vergnettes 

Staff of the European Food Safety Authority present 
Christine Majewski Anja Van Impe Katty Verhelst 
 
                    
1. Welcome by the German Authorities to Berlin 

Andreas Hensel welcomed the Advisory Forum members and observers by 
introducing the German Federal Institute for Risk Assessment (Bundesinstitut für 
Risikobewertung – BfR).   

 

2. Introduction by Geoffrey Podger and the adoption of the agenda - Doc 
04.07.2003 – 1 

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

The Chair welcomed the members and new entry States and in particular, countries 
participating for the first time.   

The agenda was approved. 
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3. Minutes of the meeting 13/14 May in Athens and matters arising –  
Doc 04.07.2003 - 2 

The minutes of the last Advisory Forum meeting were approved, subject to changes 
made by the Chair, France, the Netherlands and Germany.  The document will be 
published on the Authority’s website. 

 

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

 

4.1  Geoffrey Podger informed the forum that the Scientific Panels and the 
Committee had held their first meeting at the end of May and June, 
respectively. Dr V. Silano had been elected Chair of the Scientific Committee 
and Dr A. Knaap and Dr P. Le Neindre Vice-Chairs. The Scientific Committee 
members expressed an eagerness and willingness to make improvement on 
previous systems. 

4.2 The Authority had launched a call for expression of interest for a Head of 
Communication and one for the Deputy Executive Director.  Both calls closed 
on 15 May 2003 and interviews were held in the course of June. The Chair 
thanked Mrs Papanikolaou (Head of EFET) for her contribution to the 
interview phase for the post of Deputy Executive Director. An announcement 
was expected to be made in mid-July.  

4.3 The Chair thanked Mrs van Geest-Jacobs (Director Communication and 
Information – Voedsel en voedselwaren autoriteit – Den Haag) for 
participating in the selection panel for the position of Head of Communication. 
Mr Podger stated that the Authority is hopeful that the appointment of a 
suitable candidate has been secured. The announcement was due to be made as 
soon as some contractual issues have been resolved. 

 

5. Division of responsibilities between the Advisory Forum and other Organs of 
the EFSA and ensuring coherence between these (Doc AF 04.07.2003 – 3)  

5.1 Christine Majewski introduced this item by explaining that questions have 
been raised about the possible overlap of responsibilities between the 
Advisory Forum and other organs of the Authority, in particular concerning 
the role of the Management Board and the Scientific Committee in relation to 
that of the Advisory Forum. The Regulation, however, does give clear 
indications of the different roles.  

 
5.2 Although the Executive Director provides the link between all the different 

components and carries the responsibility for managing the separation of 
functions, the members of the Advisory Forum were asked to advise the 
Executive Director on the feedback mechanisms between itself and the other 
organs of the Authority in particular concerning the work of the Scientific 
Committee and Panels and the Management Board. 

5.3 Following an exchange of information and ideas, the members agreed that  
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• All parties are to accept that the regulation is clear on responsibilities, 
but that there is a need to develop these responsibilities into practices 
and communicate between the different organs on their work. 

• the Authority’s website should function as a useful source of 
information and as the main basis for reporting on the Authority’s 
activities (e.g work plans and timetables), The Executive Director will 
ensure that measures are implemented within the Authority to improve 
the website in terms of making it more user-friendly and more focused 
on the work of the Scientific Committee and the Panels. 

• relying only on the Authority’s website would not be sufficient and a 
greater exchange of communication is needed, such as dialogue rooms 
and mailing lists. 

• The Chair  will report back to the Advisory Forum regarding the 
colloque to be held in October 2003 in Belgium.  The objective of the 
colloque is to bring the Authority’s stakeholders together and to 
capture their ideas on subject such as openness and transparency, the 
risk assessment process and the roles and responsibilities of the various 
parties in risk communication.  

6. Discussion paper on developments in the Advisory Forum (Doc AF 04.07.2003 4)  

6.1 Christine Majewski introduced this agenda item based on document 4.  

6.2 The Advisory Forum members were asked to advice on any improvements 
they envisage in the short and longer term to increase the effectiveness of the 
meetings of the Forum. In addition, they were asked to consider the 
desirability and possibility of developing co-ordination on certain key risk 
communication activities including both routine and emergency 
communication activities.  

 
6.3 This agenda item related to certain aspects to be considered under agenda 

point 7 and 8 which were covered in the same discussion.  
  

7. Participation of third parties at meetings of the Advisory Forum and related 
issues.  

(Doc AF 04.07.2003 – 5)  
7.1 The Chair informed the Forum that some Management Board members had 

eexpressed an interest in observing meetings of the Advisory Forum. The 
Authority’s founding Regulation EC/178/2002 (art. 27 § 7) enables the 
Executive Director, if he so wishes, to invite representatives from other 
relevant bodies to take part. 

 

7.2 Following a discussion on the matter, the members agreed that:  

• since any individual issue may require involvement of consumer group and/or 
industry, it may be appropriate to involve these organizations before the issue 
comes to the Advisory Forum. Hence, there may not be a need to be present in 
the Advisory Forum meetings. 
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• The Advisory Forum runs the risk of being seen as a ‘closed’ body and 
therefore, a periodic symposium-type event could be held for those interested 
to ensure that the work of the Forum can be publicised. 

• The Advisory Forum might well wish to examine European consumer opinion 
through survey work undertaken by national authorities and/or EFSA. . 

7.3 The Authority and the European Commission are discussing practical matters 
on the arrangements for the discharge of their individual duties in risk 
assessment, (risk management where EFSA were not responsible) and risk 
communication. A crisis management plan is being prepared by the 
Commission and will be commented on by the Authority and discussed with 
the Member States. The Commission informed the Forum that, if there was a 
need for it to provide more input into the work of the Forum it was prepared so 
to be. 

(Doc - Scientific Steering Committee opinion on setting the scientific 
frame for the inclusion of new quality of life concerns in the risk 
assessment process (adopted on 10 April 2003)  

(Doc – Improving the Quality of Risk Management in the European 
Union – Risk Communication - from the European Policy Centre)  

7.4 The Chair introduced this item by informing the members that the papers had 
been sent to members for information  

7.5 The paper from the Scientific Committee concerning new quality of life 
concerns in risk assessment, although of interest to EFSA, made certain 
recommendation which would lead EFSA into risk management matter and 
possible subjectivity. Therefore the Advisory Forum concluded that the 
approach outlined in the paper would not be recommended to the new Panels 
and Committee. The issues raised in the paper were however highly relevant 
to risk management and risk communication. 

7.6 The Advisory Forum noted the work of the European Policy Centre on Risk 
communication. 

8. Practical aspects of building IT links between EFSA and Member States 
national agencies (Doc AF 04.07.2003 – 6) 

8.1 Following the Chair’s introduction of document 6, explaining the need of an 
IT network amongst the Authority and the national authorities, the members 
agreed that  

• The Authority will contact the members in order to solve any technical matters 
for linking the website between the Authority and the national authorities and 
vice versa. 

• The Authority will take the necessary steps to establish a working group on IT 
and a working group on communication. The terms of reference for these 
working groups will be circulated to the Advisory Forum members. 

• The Authority will work with the members to develop a collaborative tool to 
share and elaborate documents between the Advisory Forum members. 
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9. Exchange of Views on paper from the Netherlands and the United 
Kingdom on the follow up on Acrylamide. (Doc AF 04.07.2003 – 7) (Doc 
AF 04.07.2003 – 8 with 3 annexes) 

9.1 The Netherlands and the United Kingdom presented the acrylamide case as an 
example of an issue where there is a need for the Authority to take the lead in 
order to avoid duplication of effort across the Member States.  

 
9.2 The Chair thanked the Netherlands and the UK for their contribution and the 

work done on the paper. 
 
9.3 Following a debate on the topic, the members agreed: 
 

• EFSA should host an international conference/symposium in 2004, 
organized by the Authority with involvement of the national authorities. 
The consensus of those involved in research activities in this area is that 
any ‘conference or symposium’ before this would not furnish much new 
data; 

• That the Authority’s Scientific Panel on Contaminants in the Food Chain, 
in close collaboration with the Commission services, will discuss the 
timing of a re-appraisal of the research data collected taking into 
consideration scientific advice provided by other international scientific 
advisory bodies (eg JECFA’s, the re-assessment of the FAO/WHO's 
report of 2002). It is important to ensure that duplication of effort not only 
at European but also at international level is avoided.  

• That the Authority will form an overview of research into exposure to 
acrylamide and the risk assessment being conducted on this substance. It 
will work in close collaboration with the members of the Advisory Forum 
and with colleagues from DG's SANCO, JRC and DG Research. Input of 
data from key stakeholders would be welcome in this respect. 

• That the Advisory Forum members will provide the Authority with further 
information on acrylamide as it becomes available. 

 
10. Update on the discussion on the Procedural Rules 
10.1 Christine Majewski introduced this agenda item by informing the Advisory 

Forum that the Procedural Rules have been discussed in the Management 
Board meeting of 18 June 2003.  

10.2 The Management Board proposed to delete article 17 of the document 
“Decision concerning the operations of the Advisory Forum of the European 
Food Safety Authority” and to add the publication of the Advisory Forum 
agenda under the conditions found in article 5.  

10.3 The Forum was informed that the Board had also agreed that there is a need to 
preserve confidentiality in certain specified circumstances albeit against a 
general presumption of openness.  The Authority will identify in advance what 
kind of information is confidential and what is not. The general rule is that the 
agenda, the minutes and any relevant documents will be published on the web, 
unless they are bound by confidentiality, or where the owner/author of the 
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document has made a justifiable requested for their document to be treated in 
this manner. 

 

11. Update and exchange of views 
11.1 The Scientific Committee and Panels 
 

• The Chair informed the members that the first scientific opinion is going to be 
published on 15 July.  The opinion is a request by the European Commission 
in relation to biotechnology and various environmental issues. Since this 
opinion may cause interest across the Community, a press briefing will be held. 
The Chair did not anticipate that the findings of the Scientific Panel on 
Genetically Modified Organisms will be novel or give rise to any change of 
view. 

 
• The Chair informed the members that the Scientific Committee is currently 

engaged in consulting with the Panels on what its tasks should be, besides 
taking forward risk assessment.  

 
• The members strongly encouraged the Scientific Committee to look at risk 

assessment in relation to unconventional foods. Some issues that were raised 
in the debate related to risk management. The Commission representative 
informed  the meeting that this matters was also being discussed by risk 
managers.. 

 
• Germany raised a point concerning the transport of pathogenic 

microbiological hazards, and thus their spread, in slurries from farms. The 
Authority agreed to take Germany’s point on slurries back to the scientific co-
ordinator responsible for the bio-hazard Scientific Panel. 

 
• The Authority appreciates any document or statements from national 

authorities on these points that could help the Scientific Committee by the end 
of July 2003. 

 
11.2 The United Kingdom informed the Advisory Forum that the Food Standards 

Agency’s Board was meeting in open session in July. One item on the agenda 
is the so called over thirty month rule in relation to cattle and BSE which the 
UK proposes to lift and which may attract some interest. It is anticipated that 
once the Commission have been informed of the UK’s intentions, that the 
Authority will most probably be involved in following this up in the future. If 
so, the matter will be referred to the relevant Panel. The Authority will inform 
the Advisory Forum about the progress on this. 

 
11.3 Italy reported on the debate on the numerous products on their current national 

market used to reduce weight. Other members confirmed similar situations in 
their Member States where consumers have free access to these substances 
without medical supervision.  Since this issue falls under risk management, the 
Commission informed the Forum that several legislative texts are being 
prepared.  The Commission is currently in dialogue with the Council on this 
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matter and suggested that this would need to set the framework for any action 
by EFSA. 

 
11.4 Ireland reported on their study done in cooperation with the WHO on dioxins 

in human breast milk. The study provided an indication of overall levels of 
dioxins in the national diet. Ireland has levels in breast milk higher than WHO 
recommends and 8 other Member States had a significantly higher level. 
Infants in a number of Member States may be exposed to higher levels of 
dioxins in breast milk than those recommended by the Standing Committee on 
Food". Greece informed the meeting that it will have its programme results 
ready at the end of July which will then be evaluated by the appropriate 
national Scientific Panel and recommendations will be provided. The Chair 
concluded that much data on dioxins is available in Member States and invited 
members to exchange their information through the Authority. The members 
agreed that the matter did not need to be referred to a Scientific Panel at this 
stage. It was also noted that current advice indicates that even with raised 
levels of dioxins; human breast milk is still recommended. 

 
11.5 France reported on the contamination case of hot peppers imported from India 

with colouring agents, such as sudar red and other illegal colours.  The 
foodstuffs in question have been sampled and evaluated and banned colourants 
have been detected. Since this was an issue of risk management, it was 
referred to the European Commission. 

 
11.6 The Netherlands reported on the case study related to a new analytical 

approach to search for residues of unknown growth promoting agents such as 
anabolic steroids and �-agonists in feed. It appears that the structure of an 
unknown �-agonist in a feed sample (cattle) is related to Clenbuterol, and 
therefore, considered as being illegal.  In addition, the Netherlands started a 
project to review the current application of systems for risk assessment and 
quality assurance of the feed chain in order to (1) assess and improve the 
control of risks in the feed chain, (2) to design an efficient inspection 
arrangement of the feed chain, and (3) to design a rapid alert system for feed 
in the Netherlands.  

 
12. Any other business 
12.1 Hungary informed the members on the establishment of the Hungarian Food 

Safety Office as of 1 July 2003 and tabled documents for information to 
members. The Chair congratulated Hungary and expressed his appreciation 
and understanding of the substantial successful work that had been undertaken 
in Hungary to bring the new organisation into being. 

12.2 Mr Grossgut from Austria informed the members that he would be replacing 
Mr Kanner as a member of the Advisory Forum, and advised on the progress 
being made in establishing the new Austrian arrangements. 

13 Close of meeting 

The Chair closed the meeting by thanking the members for their positive and 
constructive approach, the interpreters, the EFSA team and especially the staff of the 
Bundesinstitut für Risikobewerbung for their hospitality and for having organised the 
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meeting so successfully. He also thanked the Federal Ministry of German for 
Consumer Protection, Food and Agriculture for their hospitality and support. 


