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Changing Conditions in Our Dietary Environment

E.coli 0157

GEcNG ¢ ,m% ?%USA

e USA
JETETY,
Vietnam
(21 )

g\ | @247 Emergence of new
s IFIE2 =< hazards (E.coli 0157,
%@ e abnormal prions, etc.
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\ From the Information Service Center for Herbicide tolerant soybeans
Food and Foodways website — : ) -

Expanding food
distribution area,
increasing globalization

Improved analytical

other new technologies
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New Approaches to Food Safety

Ensuring safety at each stage from
food production to consumption

*Approach based on the premise
S| that every food has its own risk, and
that such risk should be scientifically
— assessed and controlled

= Risk Analysis Method
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Three Elements of the Risk Analysis Method

Risk
Assessment
(Food Safety Commission)

Scientific

nowledge

Implements risk assessment
of the health effects resulting

from intake

Risk
Management

(Ministry of Health, Labour and
Welfare & Ministry of Agriculture,
Forestry and Fisheries)

Based on assessment
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Determine maximum use
levels, residue limits, etc.
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Establishment of the
Food Safety Commission

Qith priority placed on the protection of public
health, the Food Safety Commission was created in
the Cabinet Office to introduce the risk analysis
method in food safety administration and to conduct
food safety risk assessments independently of other
relevant ministries.

(Established July 1, 2003)
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Food Safety Commission Roles

Risk Assessment

Based on scientific data,
assesses the probability
and severity of adverse
health effect associated
with consumption of
food.

Risk Communication

Interactive exchange of information
and opinion concerning food related

Emergency Response

Collects and disseminate
relevant information to
general public in food related
emergency situations such
as the outbreak of food
poisoning cases.

risks with stakeholders,
including consumer.
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Food Safety Commission Organization

Food Safety Commission is comprised of seven members

14 Expert Committees

[Planning }[rEerggL%esnecy M Risk communication

Chemical substance assessment groups: pesticides, food additives, etc.

Biological agents assessment groups: microorganisms/viruses,
prions, etc.

—— Emerging foods assessment groups: genetically modified foods, etc.

Experts: total of 247

- As of July 2008
Secretariat (59 personnel, 34 technical counselors)
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Sample of the Principal Risk Assessments

[BSE-Related]

EInterim report on BSE measures (Self-tasking assessment)

B Review of Japan’s BSE measures

B Risk assessment on beef imported from the US and Canada

ERisk assessment on beef imported to Japan*({Self-tasking
assessment)

B Madder color (food additive)

B Methamidophos (pesticides)

B Methylmercury in seafood (contaminant)

BEnsuring safety in current circumstances where cadmium is
ingested from food (contaminant)

ELead in food (contaminant)* {Self-tasking assessment)

BFood poisoning caused by microorganisms (microorganisms)*
(Self-tasking assessment )

B Food specified for health use containing soy isoflavones (novel
foods)
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Food Safety Commission’s Five Years

July 1, 2003
August 2003
October 2003
January 2004
July 2004
October 2004~
January 2005
June 2005

May 2006
June 2006

August 2007
July 1, 2008

:Food Safety Commission established and first meeting held
:Food Safety Hotline installed in the Secretariat

:Food Risk Communication public meeting held

:Basic matters decided by the Cabinet

:Publication of quarterly “Food Safety” journal started
:Public meetings on BSE measures have been held at 50

venues in 47 prefectures

:Operation of “Integrated Food Safety Information System”

commenced

:Assessment started responding to the introduction of

Positive List System

:Distribution of E-mail magazine begun
:Food Safety Commission for kids meeting held

:Fifth anniversary
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Risk Assessment Achievements

Classification

No. of requests

No. of completed

(inc'ggsigg:nﬁ';ff:)k"‘g assessments
Food additives 85 69
Pesticides 431 177
| Above related to the Positive List | 169 | 57
Veterinary medicines 278 193
| Above related to the Positive List | 78 | 28
Chemical substances/contaminants 54 21
Microorganisms/viruses 4 3
Prions 13 11
Genetically modified foods, etc. 74 61
Novel foods, etc. 67 54
Other 39 32
Total 1045 621
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Risk Communication Activities

Commission and Expert Committee meetings are basically open to the public and
the meeting minutes and other information are available on the website

Public meetings: 325 times —,
Calls for information and opinions U e
regarding risk assessments, etc.: 362 times

Food Safety Monitors’ meetings: 57 times

Opinion exchange meetings between
Commission members and consumer groups,
food businesses, public entities, etc. : 34 times

Lectures given at various locations by Food Safety
Commissioners: 85 times

Community Food Safety Leader Training Course: 37 times

Information provided in various formats (website,
quarterly journal, brochures, DVDs, etc.)

E-mail magazine distribution: weekly Food Safety Hotline
Food Safety Hotline TEL 03-5251-9220-9221

Mon~Fri 10:00~17:00
(except for public and year-end holidays)
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Commission Chairman Remarks

EApproach of the Food Safety Commission to the safety of
poultry meat and eggs during the outbreak of Avian
influenza

(March 11, 2004., June 27, 2005., and January 13, 2007)

ECommission Chairman remarks to the first confirmed case
of vCJD in Japan
(February 4, 2005)

ECommission Chairman remarks on the status of BSE in
Japan

(July 31, 2008)
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Accomplishments over the First Five Years

.isk analysis framework firmly established

B Scientifically-based, neutral and unbiased risk assessment
B Coordination with and control to risk management agencies (Ministry of Health,
Labour and Welfare & Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries)

proved transparency of the risk assessment process

B Disclosure of data and other information used in the review process and
deliberations

~~ Qundation laid for risk communication
E

stablishment of methods for “opinion exchanges” and “invitation of public
opinions and information”
E— B Cultivation of community efforts

hanced provision of information on food safety

l Public relations, including fact sheets, Q&As, Commission chairman remarks, etc.
B Provision of information in various formats, such as the Food Safety Hotline,

website, E-mail magazine, quarterly journal, pamphlets, DVDs, etc.
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Considerations for Improving the Function of
the Food Safety Commission

EThe Commission marked its 5" anniversary on July 1, 2008.
EOn this occasion, the Commission’s achievements during the
past five years and its work should be reviewed.

BEThe necessity of reforming the Commission has been
addressed in the deliberations of the Council for Promoting
Consumer Policy and other bodies.

Wt is important that the functions and roles which the Commission
has undertaken so far continue to be exercised consummately
from an objective, neutral and unbiased standpoint and on a

scientific basis.

t the same time, the Commission’s functions and roles need to

be further strengthened by taking into account issues that should
be addressed as well as expectations for and comments directed
toward the Food Safety Commission.
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Future Issues for the Food Safety Commission (1)

1 Risk Assessments
»Assessments in general

[Status quo]

EMany assessments have not been completed despite
Improvements made for more effective structure/process of the
.| deliberation.
| EMany more future assessments expected due to the positive
list system, the development of new technologies, etc.

kbl

BRisk assessment deliberations need to be conducted more
effectively and efficiently.

[Challenge]
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Future Issues for the Food Safety Commission (2)

1 Risk Assessments

»Self-tasking assessments
[Status quo]

EBased on the results of analyses of information collected, with
consumer opinions and other factors taken into account, the
Commission determines the need for risk assessments and
iImplements them without being requested by risk management
agencies.

EComments have been made, such as “the number of subjects is
small” and “issues of consumers’ concern should be assessed”.

[Challenges] '

BThe process of selecting subjects for the self-tasking assessment
needs to be reviewed.

B The system for collecting and analyzing data and information
required for assessments needs to be enhanced.
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Future Issues for the Food Safety Commission (3)

2 Risk Communication
[Status quo]

EComments have been made that “the content of assessment results
Is difficult to understand,” “interactive exchanges of information and
opinion is not being adequately maintained”.

BThere is a difference in degrees of local public entities’ commitment
to risk communication.

B“Training courses for community leaders” are being conducted, but
this effort is just getting started.

[Challenges] ’

B Easy-to-understand documentation needs to be produced along with
improvements in the method for inviting opinions and information as
well as administering public meetings so that they are more
participatory.

ECooperation and support need to be provided to the independent
efforts of local public entities.
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Future Issues for the Food Safety Commission (4)

3 Information Provision / Dissemination
[Status quo]

BThere is an inadequate level of understanding among the public of
the roles, activities and other functions of the Food Safety
Commission as well as the risk analysis approach.

EDissemination and provision of information to ease public anxiety is
Inadequate.

[Challenges] '

EInformation needs to be provided in an easy-to-understand fashion
using actively a variety of media and tools.

B For issues about which the public is concerned, information needs
to be provided in a timely manner, using Commission chairman
remarks or other appropriate means.
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Future Issues for the Food Safety Commission (5)

4 Globalization and International Cooperation in Food Safety
Commission Activities

[Status quo]

EWith globalization increasing, it is important to participate positively in the
creation of international standards and to ensure consistency with

international standards.

EIncrease in assessments following the introduction of the Positive List System.

I It is essential to collect promptly information from other countries,
harmonize assessment methods and promote international '
cooperation.

[Challenges] '

ECooperation needs to be strengthened with international and foreign
institutions by participating in international collaborative assessments
as well as sharing and exchanging information.

EIn particular, daily cooperation needs to be further enhanced with the
European Food Safety Authority for sharing and exchanging
information.
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Considerations for Improving
the Function of

the Food Safety Commission

The Food Safety Commission has initiated a
review aimed at improving the function of

the Commission.

(Decision made at the 248" session of the commission on
July 24, 2008)

- ——

.onsidering the challenges to be dealt with,
the Commission expects to finalize its reform
plan by the end of the current fiscal year.




