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1 Participated via telephone for agenda point 7 
2 Participated via telephone for agenda points 7 and  10 
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1. OPENING 
The Chair welcomed the participants. Apologies were received from John Dan Collins, 
replaced by Herbert Budka (vice-Chair of the BIOHAZ Panel), Albert Flynn, Michael Jaeger, 
replaced by Maria Navajas (vice-Chair of the PLH Panel), John-Christian Larsen, Josef 
Schlatter and Philip Vannier. 
 
The Members of the Scientific Committee were also welcomed by Dr. Agrimi, Director of the 
Istituto Superiorie di Sanità (ISS) Department of Veterinary Public Health and Food Safety 
who kindly hosted this meeting. 
 
2. ADOPTION OF THE DRAFT AGENDA  
The participants asked for a point on questions raised by Members of the European 
Parliament on EFSA scientists’ independence to be added to the agenda under “any other 
business”. The agenda was adopted after modification. 
 
3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
In accordance with EFSA’s Policy on Declarations of Interests, EFSA screened the Annual 
Declaration of Interest (ADoI) and Specific Declaration of interest (SDoI) filled in by the 
invited experts. No conflicts of interests related to the issues discussed in this meeting have 
been identified during the screening process.  
 
4. AGREEMENT OF THE MINUTES OF 45TH SC PLENARY  
The minutes of the last Scientific Committee plenary meeting, held on 9-10 November 2010 
were agreed after editorial modifications.  
 
5.  FEEDBACK FROM EFSA ON ISSUES RELEVANT FOR THE SCIENTIFIC COMMITTEE 
 International symposium on nanotechnologies in the food chain, 24 November, 

Brussels 
Prof. Galli presented the work done by the Scientific Committee on nanotechnologies to the 
participants of the symposium. The presentation was well received and the work made by 
EFSA on this issue was particularly acknowledged by the Director of the European 
Commission Directorate General for Health and Consumers.  
 
 Advisory Forum, 25-26 November, Brussels 

Members of the Advisory Forum were informed about the work done by EFSA for further 
harmonisation of the terminology used in risk assessment. The discussion focussed on the 
report commissioned by EFSA to the Food and Environment Research Agency (FERA) to 
look at the terminology employed in EFSA  opinions published between 2008 and beginning 
of 2010 to express risk, benefit, efficacy and uncertainty, as well as on the follow-up of this 
report by the working group of the Scientific Committee on terminology.  
 
The Advisory Forum discussed EFSA’s and Member States’ proposal or research priorities 
that will be submitted to the European Commission Directorate General for Research and 
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Innovation (DG RTD). Members of the Commission were present during this meeting to 
update the participants on the type of calls that will be launched in the near future.  
It was suggested to invite DG RTD to a next plenary meeting to update the members of the 
Scientific Committee on future EU research programmes. 
 
The Chair of the CONTAM Panel, Josef Schlatter, was invited to present the work of Panel 
and the main areas of cooperation with the Member States.  
 
The Advisory Forum discussed the EFSA medium term planning. Subjects of strategic nature, 
such as how to move forward with alternative strategies for risk assessment (mode of action, 
computational toxicology etc.) and the relevance of these new strategies for European risk 
assessment of food and feed should be addressed together with the Member States. It was 
underlined that several Member States have already been working in this area for some time, 
as well as other international groups such as the International Programme on Chemical Safety 
of the World Health Organisation (WHO).  
The Commission underlined the need to involve the risk managers in the discussion to 
facilitate the understanding and acceptance of these new approaches for risk assessment. 
Members of the Scientific Committee suggested involving as well in this work relevant 
European Agencies and the European Commission Joint Research Centre.  
The Scientific Committee will prepare a reflection document on how to proceed with this 
issue. 
 
The Advisory Forum discussed the mandate for creating a European network on 
harmonisation of risk assessment methodologies. This network will serve as a platform for 
identifying topics to be taken on board in the area of cooperation with Member States and is 
expected to have its kick-off meeting in the first half of 2011.  
 
 Ad-hoc meeting on endocrine disruptors, 26 November, Brussels 

The European Commission, Directorate General for the Environment, organised a meeting 
with European Member States and several European Agencies to exchange information on 
ongoing and planned activities in the field of endocrine disrupters. Representatives of the 
WHO and OECD were also present.  
The EC contractor for the “State-of-the-art of the assessment of endocrine disrupters” 
presented his work and an interim report is due by December 2010. Several Member States 
also presented their work and Germany and UK presented proposals to regulatory criteria and 
decision-making with regard to endocrine disruptors.  
 
A small group will be set-up by the Scientific Committee Unit to review the contractor 
interim report as soon as it is made available. This issue will be put on the agenda of the next 
plenary meeting of the EFSA Scientific Committee. 
 
 Workshop on Benchmark Dose, 1-2 December, Parma 

The Scientific Committee organised a one-day training workshop intended to increase 
awareness and expertise of EFSA experts and staff on this approach for risk assessment. After 
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a general introduction to benchmark dose (BMD) analysis and the related opinion published 
by the Scientific Committee in July 2009, the 50 participants were trained with practical 
exercises on how to use the BMDS and PROAST software packages to derive a 
BMD/BMDL.  
 
This workshop will be followed by the preparation of a technical report in which the 
presentations and the practical exercises that were part of the training will be annexed.  
 
The participants acknowledged the usefulness of the BMD approach and suggested organising 
follow up workshops, as science and awareness is still developing on this issue. It was also 
suggested to organise the same type of workshop for Member States’ competent authorities, 
other relevant European Agencies and the European Commission. 
 
6.  DRAFT OPINION ON NANOTECHNOLOGIES 
Participants were provided with an updated draft of the SC guidance on risk assessment 
concerning potential risks arising from applications of nanoscience and nanotechnologies to 
food and feed. The document has been subject to an inter-panel consultation during which 
comments from PPR, FEEDAP and AHAW were received. 
 
Members of the Scientific Committee provided views and comments on the draft and in the 
interest of time, a smaller drafting group, composed of Scientific Committee members 
volunteered to finalise the draft before it will be endorsed for public consultation by written 
procedure.  
 
7. UPDATE ON CRITERIA USED IN THE ASSESSMENT OF ANTIMICROBIAL RESISTANCE 
FOR FEED ADDITIVES 
Andrew Chesson, Chair of the FEEDAP Panel, presented the FEEDAP approach for assessing 
bacterial resistance to antibiotics of human or veterinary importance. The presentation is 
summarised below. 
 
All bacteria are resistant to all antibiotics to a greater or lesser extent. Looking at the 
distribution of resistance among microorganisms, two modes of action could be identified, 
one characterised by a low resistance, and the other by a very high resistance to antibiotics.  
 
The resistance shown by the low resistance population is in general intrinsic and cannot be 
removed without killing the microorganism. Therefore antimicrobial resistance associated to 
this population is considered as an acceptable risk. 
 
The resistance shown by the high resistance population generally results from acquisition of 
specific genes coding for resistance. These genes are associated with some mechanisms 
facilitating their mobility (e.g. transposons). This transfer is accompanied with a change in the 
antimicrobial resistance. 
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In the late 1990s, the European Commission reacted to the concern on the development of 
antibiotic resistance and decided that it was undesirable to add deliberately in the food chain 
microorganisms having a resistance to antibiotics. The work of the former Scientific 
Committee on Animal Nutrition and today of the FEEDAP Panel is therefore to assess and 
classify whether non-pathogenic organisms added to feed belong to the “high resistance” 
group and have acquired gene(s) leading to high antibiotic resistance.  
Currently, there is no antibiotic resistance screening required for non-pathogenic 
microorganisms added to food. 
 
The Scientific Committee acknowledged that the issue of resistance to antibiotics is of 
relevance for several other EFSA Panels (e.g. GMO, BIOHAZ) and asked for a review of 
their approaches by EFSA. A discussion will then follow whether there is a need for 
harmonisation among EFSA Panels. 
 
8. FEEDBACK FROM THE EFSA EDITORIAL BOARD 
The Scientific Committee was updated on the outcome of the last meeting of the EFSA 
Editorial Board held in November.  
 
The guidance document for editorials was revised in order to broaden the qualifications 
required for being an author for an editorial. A list with tentative topics for the 2011 editorials 
has been created. 
 
The EFSA Journal has been accepted for bibliographic indexation in several scientific 
literature databases (e.g. the Science Finder database, FSTA and CABI). The Scientific 
Committee acknowledged this important achievement and encouraged EFSA to seek further 
indexation in other relevant databases.  
 
The Editorial Board and EFSA discussed the peer-review process of other scientific outputs 
of EFSA, and how to improve the recognition of working group members and EFSA staff 
involved in the preparation of scientific outputs. 
 
9. BRAINSTORMING ON THE FOLLOW UP OF THE 6TH CHAIRS’ MEETING 
The Scientific Committee discussed the outcome of the 6th annual meeting of the Chairs and 
Secretariats of EU Commission’s and Agencies’ scientific committees and panels involved in 
risk assessment, hosted by the European Environmental Agency in Copenhagen last 11-12 
November 2010. 
 
Participants confirmed their interest in continuing and developing further the collaboration of 
Chairs and Secretariats, focussing on activities, such as characterisation of uncertainties in 
risk assessment, where there are substantial opportunities for collaboration.  
The Scientific Committee was provided with a note listing the topics that will be proposed by 
EFSA for the future meetings of the Chairs and Secretariats. The proposal is to focus on 
guidance documents presenting new approaches in the area of risk assessment, as well as on 
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matters dealing with the organisation of the work of the Scientific Committee and Panels, e.g. 
independence, transparency etc.  
 
The Scientific Committee suggested that the Commission takes the lead and sets up a group 
composed of representatives from the various agencies / committees to prepare the 
programme of the 2011 meeting that will be hosted by the European Chemical Agency in 
Helsinki. The programme should be set up and circulated as early as possible to allow prior 
input from the parties.  
 
The outcome of this discussion and proposals of issues to be discussed during the next 
meeting of the Chairs and Secretariats will be forwarded to the European Commission. 
 
10.  ANY OTHER BUSINESS 
2nd International Conference on Risk Assessment 
The Scientific Committee was provided with the draft agenda for the 2nd International 
Conference on Risk Assessment that will take place from 25 to 28 January 2011 in Brussels. 
A number of EFSA experts and staff will participate in this conference.  
 
Independence of EFSA Scientists 
The Scientific Committee expressed concerns related to the fact that some media and a few 
MEPs are questioning the independence of EFSA and its experts because of declared interests 
in projects / events funded by or involving industry. 
 
EFSA Panels and more particularly its Scientific Committee have developed in the past years 
a number of guidance documents focusing on developments in risk assessment and aiming at 
further harmonisation of risk assessment methodologies across Europe. This work requires the 
possibility for EFSA experts to exchange views and knowledge on scientific matters with 
other parties having a similar interest, whether they come from similar advisory bodies, 
regulatory agencies, academia or industry. This scientific interaction necessitates, among 
other activities, the participation of EFSA experts in scientific meetings or conferences, 
including those organised by third parties.  
 
The need for interaction among scientists from various parties has been acknowledged for 
years by the European Commission whose framework programmes for scientific research 
actually require interaction (including financial) between academia, industry, SMEs and 
governmental organisations. It is also acknowledged by EFSA, which in 2005 created its 
Stakeholder Consultative Platform for regular dialogue and exchange. Many scientists 
working in the public sector are involved to varying degrees in projects funded by, or 
involving industry, and some of these scientists are also EFSA experts. Accordingly, EFSA 
introduced at an early stage rules and procedures that have to be followed by EFSA and its 
experts in order to identify and prevent possible financial and intellectual conflicts related to 
work with industry or such bodies as non-governmental organisations.  
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In view of some of the recent questions on the independence of EFSA’s scientific experts, the 
Scientific Committee suggested there may be a need for additional guidance from EFSA to 
enable experts to identify more clearly whether participating in particular activities and the 
level of participation in a given scientific meeting or event organised by third parties would 
constitute a potential conflict of interest.   
 
Members of the Scientific Committee were informed that EFSA is in the process of preparing 
the review of its policy on DoIs that will be shared with the Scientific Committee early 2011. 
 
 


