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Issues on Food Safety Risk
Communication in Japan
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Director of Risk Communication,
Food Safety Commission Secretariat,

The Cabinet Office
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Elements of Risk Analysis

Risk Assessment
(FSC)

1

v Identification of hazard
v Characteristics of hazar
v Exposure assessment

Scientific
knowledge

Assessment of the effect of
food on health to digest

< < <)

Risk Management
(MHLW. MAFF and ME)

Preliminary activities }
3

-

Identification of issue, Risk profil
¢ Goal of RM and RA policy

iBased on the risk assessment}
Cost

Public effectiveness
concern Technical
feasibility

Maximum use levels,
Maximum residue limits and
\ Monitoring J

"

Sharing and exchanging risk information an
opinions with stakeholders

[ Risk Communication }
d

-/
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wm 80 63
BRERSTIIANER. ARREKED) 369 139
BEIMAEESR HSFIURNERED) 247 159
EFME - BRME ERHkET) 51 11
BAEW -9 ILR 4 3
b b 13 11
BEFHEZERE 67 60
FHRRBERF 65 54
ZDfth 32 27
Ll 928 527
SEGREEASMNELTIBERBECRTMRGLED FR2041A30 EI5E?EE
F Current Deliberation on Food Risk Assessment T
Hazard Req uer\')s't/ls from Aizt?nsslrgtznt
Food Additives 80 63
Pesticides inciuding positive list items and residues in soft drinks 369 139
Veterinary MediCines inciuding positivelist system 247 159
mCilru]dﬁglisguaelsllmssgt?ﬁktsances Contaminants 51 11
Microorganisms/Viruses 4 3
Prions 13 11
GMO, and other related agents 67 60
Novel Foods 65 54
Others 32 27
Total 028 527

@ltis included self tasks assessment by FSC
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~ 4t Feb, 2008

Planning : 22
Risk Communication : 35
Emergency Response : 23

Food Additives : 54

Joint WG on novel foods & food additives: 4

Pesticides : 43

The advisory committee : 34
15T integrated assessment panel:18
2\D integrated assessment panel: 18
1stvalidated assessment panel: 13
2d validated assessment panel: 10
3rd validated assessment panel:11

Veterinary medicine : 88
Apparatus/containers & Packages:9

Chemical substances & Contaminants:1

Panel on residues in soft drinks : 1

Microorganisms & Viruses: 2
Joint WG on Microorganisms &
Viruses : 1

Prions : 47th
Natural toxins & mycotoxins & other
toxins : 8

Genetically modified foods : 56

Novel foods : 50
WG on novel foods : 1

Feed & fertilizer : 25

@ All of the meetings of the expert
committees, panels and WG are basically
open to the public but otherwise “ if the
business is/can be infringed their
intellectual property right”.
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engagement Tor Risk communication

(~31, 01,2008)
Every meetings on FSC and other expert committees basically open to the public and
every minutes and the references are on the web
Calling public opinions for the food safety risk assessments e.g. :299 issues

The public meetings:314 times (including the collaboration with related
administrations and local governments)

Dialogue between consumer groups, food industries, the local governments and so
on:33 timed

Organizing “Local Food Safety Leader Training Course" and “Risk

Communicator Training Course”

National Food Safety Administrators Conference (Once a year)

Food Safety Monitor Meeting :47times (2003-2007:37times)

Food Safety Administrators Meeting (FSC, MAFF,MHLW, MOE): 2times per month
FSC Web-site, Brochures, Quarterly “Food Safety”

Food Safety Hot Line TEL:03—5251—9220-9221

L 2K 28 2K 2R 2R 2K 2R SR AR 2R 2

FSC e-mail Newsletters(Once a week)
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Who are of FSC Risk
Communication ?

- Web-site
Provision and Sharing ' Ecrgéhg;?:’tg veriEty

- Making DVD

Who are interested in FSC fo fety information and get it?

They might have certain interest in food safety issues from the beginning.

y O y pecOpic, WIl0 Y V' C U ClIC U 01010

safety issues and the administration, access the information ?

How we can get across the information sharing with
more broader public? ?
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There are few of the opinions and information.

< It can be appropriate in terms of science?

< Not easy to understand?

< Simply not so catchy that cannot invite social attention ?
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Exception : BSE. Soy isoflavone e.g.

| < However almost were political, cultural
| opinions and compliments for the administration

| = the opinions for risk management, FSC just

said “ We will pass it to risk management
agencies”
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Public meeting can really function well
as public involvement process ?

+ Public meeting for FSC scientific risk assessment
+ Public meeting for disseminating risk analysis principle in collaboration with the
local governments

“Local Food Safety Leader Training Course” and “Risk Communicator
Training Course” _in order to enhance risk communication activities in local level

alde
A A Ak

and the administration so that they just want to speak their own
beliefs and opinions without any acceptance of other views.

How we can get thorough much broader public in order to
enhance their involvement ?
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Ideal public involvement- - -

« Regulators will need enormous time and energy,
if they accomplish the public to acquire proper
scientific information and then manage the
regulation.

 Public will need enormous time and energy, if
they collect and examine various information,
and then make and express their opinions to the
administrators.

will need enormous time, if they want to
report the multidimensional reality including
basic knowledge.
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What can be decent public involvement

on scientific risk assessment?

 Is it practically possible to invite broader public involvement?

» Can we require public involvement, ” For all of hazard" “in
every stage of risk analysis" and “all of the public"? Is it fair
and appropriate manner?

e |n current circumstances, can we assess “other than
scientific assessment” ?

*  Will public need to build the consensus how much degree of
risk they should accept, even if they can understand there
are no “Zero Risk” in the world?

» Every assessments contain scientific uncertainties and
variable nature. Controversially people want to have simple,
easy to understand messages. How can we adjust?

* How we can cultivate experts who engage risk

communication activities ? 2
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We need your nelpl ==

Thank you for your attention!

B vaus H#7ARRNEFT AN & ran g wvRAYFELW g

22

11



