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1. Welcome by the Irish Authorities 

1.1 Mr O’Malley, Minister of State with responsibility for food safety, welcomed the 
Advisory Forum members and observers to Ireland.  He further introduced the FSAI as 
one of the first food safety control services under a single national authority within 
Europe, having a clear separation between those responsible for production or the 
promotion of the market and those responsible for the supervision of food businesses. 

 

2. Introduction by Geoffrey Podger and the adoption of the agenda  
(Doc AF 13.02.2004 – 1) 

2.1 The Chair welcomed the Advisory Forum members and observers and thanked the Food 
Safety Authority of Ireland for the hospitality, the dinner and the organization of the 
meeting. 

2.2 The agenda was adopted. 

 

3. Minutes of the meeting 11 December in The Hague and matters arising  
(Doc AF13.02.2004 – 2) 

3.1 The minutes of the Advisory Forum meeting of 11 December were approved, subject to 
the comments made by Spain, France and Greece. 

3.2 The minutes will be published on the Authority’s website. 
3.3 The Authority will seek initial views on the Rapid Alert System for Food and Feed 

(RASFF) prior to the informal meeting between the European Commission and a small 
group of the Advisory Forum (Germany, France and the Authority). 

3.4 Following the decision to organize an Advisory Forum Event, an Advisory Forum 
working group met on 12 February to start the preparations of the event.  It was decided 
to have the event on 8, 9 and 10 November at the Bundesinstitut für risikobewertung 
(Bfr) in Berlin.  The Authority will seek initial feedback and suggestions from the 
Advisory Forum on this event. 

3.5 The Authority will ask the Advisory Forum members and observers for contact details in 
the context of the crisis management plan.  The Authority will distribute this list the 
Advisory Forum. 

 

4. Update by Geoffrey Podger on progress at EFSA including Parma.  

4.1 The Chair informed the Forum that the Call for expression of interest for membership of 
an EFSA Panel has been launched on 17 December 2003 with a closing date of 15 March 
2004.  The Advisory Forum is requested to encourage suitable individuals to apply.  This 
call is particularly aimed to fill some of the vacancies in the Panels and is geared towards 
those scientific experts with specific expertise.  Once the Call is completed, the Authority 
will undertake an internal selection against the criteria as stated in the Call, and a shortlist 
will be drawn up to be shared with the Advisory Forum for feedback and comments on 
applicants on this shortlist.  A final list will be composed for approval by the 
Management Board.  Considering that most candidates apply towards the end of the Call, 
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an evaluation of the workload and timeframe will be provided by the next Advisory 
Forum meeting. 

4.2 The Chair announced that the Authority’s new website had been launched at the end of 
February.  The site will be improved progressively. 

4.3 The Authority will almost double its staff in the course of 2004 in order to be able to 
implement the work programme.   

4.4 Considering the difficulty travelling to Parma, the new headquarters for the Authority, the 
Chair suggested to either have less frequent but longer scientific meetings or to meet in 
other EU capitals and cities, e.g. close to an airport, as is already the case now.  The 
Authority’s staff will move gradually between summer 2004 and summer 2005. 

 

5. Discussion on the issue of Salmon and dioxin 

5.1 Herman Koeter introduced the scientific issues following the salmon and dioxin cases.  
When first confronted with the issue, it was concluded that the levels of dioxins were in 
line with previously done studies.  Although there was no food safety issue, two major 
matters arose (1) the EPA standards were different from the other standards used so far, 
and (2) the methodology used was different. 

5.2 Djien Liem gave a short introduction on risk assessment and risk management issues 
related to dioxins and PCBs, risk assessment of dioxins and PCBs, and the status of risk 
assessment of dioxins and PCBs.  On the latter, the European Commission has requested 
the Authority’s Panel on Contaminants in the Food Chain (CONTAM) to provide an 
opinion on non-dioxin-like PCBs.  The expected deadline for this opinion is December 
2004.  In addition, the Commission intends to re-evaluate the maximum levels for dioxins 
and PCBs in food and feed based on the Authority’s opinion. 

5.3 The Chair praised the excellent exchange of information between the Authority and the 
Member States.  Since the national authorities had all the scientific data and the matter 
was very well dealt with, the Authority felt they could not add any value from a scientific 
and communication point of view.  Should there have been uncertainty or difference in 
opinion, the Authority would have had a role and would have needed to facilitate 
amongst the member states. 

5.4 Since different member states dealt with different problems (e.g. the salmon consumption 
in Portugal decreased with 50% while this was not the case in other member states), a 
communication from the Authority would not have been useful for all member states.  
The Chair stated that the Authority does not want to be in a position where member states 
feel to be undermined because the Authority already has a statement on a certain matter.  
It is a question of trying to find a balance and doing what is appropriate in the particular 
circumstances. 

5.5 Following the discussion, the Forum agreed on the following : 
 The Authority is to build closer contacts with EPA in terms of establishing a 

more common approach and methodology, incl. comparability of data and levels. 
 The Authority is to send to the Advisory Forum an early indication of what is 

going on from a scientific point of view and what EFSA intends to do in terms of 
communication in case of a real or a perceived risk (cf. salmon case where the 
Authority decided not to issue a communication unless there was an added 
value). 
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 The Authority to encourage the working group on IT to develop a quick 
communication method amongst the members and observers, for instance 
through a secured chat on the Authority’s website. 

 Since it is difficult to only communicate on parts of a subject, the Forum is to 
recognize that the Authority is expected to answer a wide range of questions 
which starts the communication of the risk management. 

 The Authority welcomes feedback from the Advisory Forum on what is helpful 
and what they would want from the Authority. 

 

6. Discussion on the issue of Avian Influenza 

6.1 The Netherlands showed a video for KLM travellers on avian influenza and 
communicating the measures to be taken. 

6.2 Some members expressed their disappointment in the Authority not having issued a 
statement on the issue of avian influenza.  However, the Chair reported to the Forum that 
the Panel on Animal Health and Animal Welfare (AHAW) had drawn together a 
statement which does not contain any revolutionary new conclusions.  The Chair further 
informed the members and observers that the communication on the avian influenza issue 
was led by Commissioner Byrne and that it was widely published what he said and what 
the Commission did regarding the matter.   

6.3 Since it is inevitable that a control measure will start moving in the Authority’s area, the 
Authority will make a better effort to get the communication in line with the risk 
managers. 

 

7. Investing in food science: priority projects and cooperation with national research 
centres (AF – 13.02.2004 – 3) 

7.1 Herman Koeter gave an overview of the paper, addressing a list of the Authority’s 
priorities and what the Authority would like to work on. 

7.2 Following a discussion, the Advisory Forum agreed on the following: 

 The Advisory Forum noted the adopted Management Plan 2004, the Authority’s 
expected workload, its self-tasking plans and its resources. 

 The Advisory Forum is to advise the Authority on its views on the preferences and 
priorities for work and to offer assistance with or support for these or other planned 
projects. 

 The Advisory Forum to suggest additional projects in the context of document 3. 
 The Authority to put document 3 (priority projects and cooperation with national 

research centers) on the agenda of next Advisory Forum meeting. 
 The Advisory Forum to provide comments and suggestions on priority projects and 

cooperation with national research centers by 1 March. 
 The paper will be discussed in the Forum’s meeting of 6 April. 
 The building of expert networks is identified as one of the priorities and will not take 

up a lot of resources. 
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 The proposed Regulation on nutrition and health claims made on foods may 
introduce a number of substantial tasks for the Panel on Dietetic Products, Nutrition 
and Allergies (NDA). 

 Part of the purpose of the paper is to show to the Advisory Forum how much pressure 
there is from the European Commission.  Following a suggestion from the 
Management Board to safeguard the scientific activities, it will be made clearer in the 
paper on how to do this.  

 The Authority will further investigate in which areas the member states can be more 
involved, such as pesticides and food additives, and which areas cannot be 
outsourced because of expertise and/or legal reasons.  Also, some scientific questions 
do not require an opinion but an advice which can be more easily outsourced. 

 

8. Reminder concerning notifications of national bodies that may pose questions to 
EFSA 

8.1 Following article 36 (Networking of organisations operating in the fields within the 
Authority's mission) of the Authority’s Founding Regulation 178/2002, the Advisory 
Forum members are requested to provide the Authority with names of national bodies 
which may post question to the Authority.  For the time being, Ireland has made an 
application for the Health Promotion Unit in order to have such a status under article 36.   

8.2 These national bodies are not part of the Advisory Forum but can contribute to working 
groups of the Forum and could help with other activities. 

 

9. Standing Matters 

9.1  The Netherlands reported on the loss of 63 barrels from a motor vessel containing heavy 
metal compounds such as copper oxide, chromic trioxide and arsenic pentoxide.  50 
barrels lost their content in the North Sea.  A rapid alert has been sent out early January.  
For the time being, samples of fish and shrimp are negative, but if MRLs are exceeded, 
the products will be taken out of the market.  A negative fishing advice is still in force 
and the situation is being closely monitored. 

9.2 The Netherlands informed the Forum on complaints from consumers regarding food 
supplements containing vitamins and trace elements.  The complaints, with a frequency 
of 1 out of 1,000 bottles sold, concern temporarily nausea after the intake of a food 
supplement.  The food supplements are mainly consumed in the USA and have a 
different composition in Europe in order to be in accordance with European regulation.  
The food supplement is not in violation with the regulations and the leaflets contain the 
appropriate information.  The Netherlands will provide the Advisory Forum with 
additional information and will report back on any progress. 

9.3 Belgium raised the problem of egg powder which did not come from nitrofuranes but 
from extracts from sea weed. Belgium observed that the Commission may reformulate its 
demand for replacement by the date presently fixed. Herman Koëter reported that the 
Authority is in negotiations with the Commission on risk assessment of SEM in other 
products than baby food.  The Commission noted what had been said and would share 
this with relevant Commission services. It is to indicate where the priorities are in terms 
of which foods.  The Chair said that industry and the Commission are reassessing the date 
for delivery. The Chair further explained that the Authority was contacted very late in 
relation to the problem in Belgium and welcomes an informal discussion on the matter.  
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9.4 The UK reported on instances of salmonella in eggs which has led to the resignation of a 
minister in the UK.  The instance has dropped by 30% since it was last tested.   

9.5 The UK informed the Forum that FSA is working together with industry to reduce the 
salt content in manufactured goods.  The UK is currently conducting a high profile 
campaign on salt and the relation with heart problems. 

9.6 France reported on the various studies and the work in progress in the area of nutrition.  
France started around 2 years ago a national programme for health in order to improve 
the diet balance in relation to sporting activities. France expressed its concern that it may 
not be possible to respect the deadline of 2005 to replace SEM. 

9.7 Spain informed the Forum on their national plan for nutrition, obesity and physical 
activities.  In relation to the plan, round-table debates with industry are being held to 
reach agreement on a voluntary basis to reduce salt, sugar and fat in foods.  In addition, 
Spain had approved a very strong plan to fight salmonella. 

9.8 Hungary reported on the development of an approved food safety programme with sub-
programmes, including main targets and priorities. 

9.9 The Chair informed the Forum that the area of health claims will be one of the areas 
where the Authority will be involved in, in the future.  The Chair stressed that the 
Authority is trying to keep out of the politics, but it was decided to go ahead with 
nutritional profiling, all stakeholders, including the Advisory Forum, member states and 
consumers, will be involved.  It is however possible that the nutritional profiling will not 
be approved at the level of the European Parliament or that the legislation may fall. 

9.10 Sweden thanked those members and observers who responded to its email regarding the 
cleaning of carcasses.  Especially Denmark took a strong position, and Sweden will 
continue with the issue.  

9.11 Spain suggested to make links and build a partnership with WHO, and to eventually 
consider a system to have an observer or rapporteur at WHO level especially for issues 
crossing European borders.  The Chair confirmed that the Authority is already in the 
process of seeking to improve relationships with WHO and that it is desirable to have 
mutual links.  France stressed, and the Chairman agreed, that it was a high priority to also 
have close cooperation with the OIE. 

 
10. Close of meeting 

10.1 The Chair closed the meeting by thanking the members and observers for their positive 
and constructive approach, the interpreters, the Authority’s team and the Irish Food 
Safety Agency for having organised the meeting. 

 


