
CR\1153109EN.docx  PE622.096v01-00 

EN United in diversity EN 

European Parliament 
2014-2019  

 

Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety 
 

15.5.2018 

MISSION REPORT 

following the ENVI Committee mission to the Health and Food Audits and 

Analysis Directorate, DG SANTE (formerly Food and Veterinary Office), 

Dublin and Grange, Ireland, 4-6 April 2018 

Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety 

Members of the mission: 

Bart Staes (Verts/ALE) (Leader of the mission) 

Susanne Melior (S&D) 

 

Accompanying Members: 

Mairead McGuinness (PPE) 

Lynn Boylan (GUE/NGL) 

 

 



PE622.096v01-00 2/16 CR\1153109EN.docx 

EN 

 

Introduction 

The Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety Committee (ENVI) 

conducts biennial visits to the Health and Food Audits and Analysis Directorate1, DG 

SANTE (formerly ‘Food and Veterinary Office’), in order to learn about the activities, latest 

developments and future challenges concerning the Directorate and food safety in Europe. 

The audits carried out by the Directorate, as well as the overview reports, are an excellent 

mean to identify difficulties in the implementation of EU legislation on food and feed safety, 

animal health, animal welfare, plant health and in the area of medical devices. The visit was 

combined with meetings with the Irish authorities and stakeholders in the areas of work of the 

Directorate. The previous visit of the Committee took place on 11-12 February 2016. 

 

On 13 November 2017, the Bureau agreed to send a 3-Member delegation from the European 

Parliament to the EMA. The mission was finally composed of three Members: Bart Staes 

(Greens/EFA), ENVI contact person for the Health and Food Audits and Analysis Directorate, 

Susanne Melior (S&D) and Piernicola Pedicini (EFDD), but MrPedicini had to cancel his 

participation to the mission on 30 March due to urgent medical reasons. In addition, Mairead 

McGuinness (EPP) and Lynn Boylan (GUE/NGL) attended the meetings as accompanying 

Members. The mission was accompanied by: Ms Emma Soto and Mr Guillaume Ragonnaud 

from the secretariat of the Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety 

(ENVI), as well as the following political group agents: Ms Majella McCone (S&D) and Ms 

Joanna Sprackett (Greens/EFA). 

 

On 5 April the meetings were held in Dublin, at Europe House from 9.00 to 13.00, at the 

Health Products Regulatory Authority premises from 14:00 to 15:30, and then at the New 

Custom House, Dublin Port, from 16.00 to 18.00. On 6 April, the meetings were held in 

Grange, at the premises of the Health and Food Audits and Analysis Directorate, DG SANTE, 

from 10.00 to 14.30.  

 

Summary account of meetings 

Thursday 5 April 

 

                                                 
1 https://ec.europa.eu/food/audits_analysis_en  

https://ec.europa.eu/food/audits_analysis_en
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1. Meeting with Paula Barry Walsh, Deputy Chief Veterinary Officer, Department of 

Agriculture, Food and the Marine, Europe House  

Paula Barry Walsh explained the importance of the agri-food sector for Ireland, particularly 

for the viability of Ireland’s rural areas: it represents 7.2% of the country’s GDP and 8.4% of 

employment. The sector is particularly export-orientated and accounts for 12.7% of 

merchandise exports. Meat production is of particular importance (973,000 tonnes), with beef 

representing the main sub-sector (546,000 tonnes). She considered that the food sector in 

Ireland faced several key challenges, including geopolitical challenges (Brexit and 

globalisation), economic challenges (CAP reforms and changes in CAP funding, food fraud), 

environmental challenges (climate change), social challenges (diseases, zoonoses, sugar, fat, 

salt consumption, and obesity), and technological challenges (anti-microbial resistance, 

cybersecurity, food defence). In response to these challenges, the Department of Agriculture, 

Food and the Marine has launched a number of initiatives such as Food Wise 20251, an Irish 

National Action Plan on Antimicrobial Resistance 2017-2020, a Food Safety and Food 

Authenticity Strategy, a Plant Health Strategy, and an Animal Welfare Strategy, and has been 

closely involved in the CAP consultations and the Brexit negotiations. In the subsequent 

discussion, Members raised the all Island animal health issues, and the impact of climate 

change on livestock. 

2. Food Safety Authority of Ireland (FSAI), Europe House 

Dr Pamela Byrnes, the CEO of FSAI, explained that FSAI has national responsibility for co-

ordinating the enforcement of food safety legislation in Ireland. It is an independent and 

science-based body, under the aegis of the Minister for Health, dedicated to protecting public 

health and consumer interests in the area of food safety and hygiene. The aim of FSAI is to 

ensure “Safe & trustworthy food for everyone”. In order to achieve this, FSAI works closely 

with Government Departments (mainly the Department of Health) on the drafting of policy 

and legislation, central competent authorities in relation to the enforcement of food law, 

                                                 
1 https://www.agriculture.gov.ie/foodwise2025/  

https://www.agriculture.gov.ie/foodwise2025/
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official agencies with which FSAI has service contracts, and other agencies. She went on to 

explain that FSAI has over 1,100 inspectors working for them, carries out approximately 

55,000 inspections every year and that in 2016, 369 enforcements were served. As regards 

future challenges, Dr Byrne mentioned several political challenges (Brexit, FTAs), regulatory 

challenges (including the implementation of the new Official Controls Regulation and of the 

US Federal Information Security Management Act (FISMA)), environmental challenges 

(climate change, for instance its impact on shellfish, water and soil quality), challenges related 

to new technologies (such as 3D printed food), challenges regarding data protection and 

evidence, and resources (shortage of skilled inspectors). In the debate, Members mentioned 

food fraud incidents, the role of whistleblowing, and cooperation with the European Food 

Safety Authority (EFSA). 

3. Safefood (cross-border Food Safety Board), Europe House 

Ray Dolan, the CEO of safefood, explained that this all island implementation body was set 

up under the British-Irish Agreement with a general remit to promote awareness and 

knowledge of food safety and nutrition issues on the island of Ireland. The body receives 70% 

of its funding from the Republic of Ireland and 30% from Northern Ireland and has set up 

knowledge networks, commissioned research to guide policy and has launched awareness 

raising campaigns (e.g. on the importance of hand washing for children and on the prevention 

of obesity). Following the presentation, Members raised the issue of laboratory access for 

food testing on the island, protein shakes, obesity in children, and the role of social media to 

promote food safety, and sought their views on a possible sugar tax. On a possible sugar tax, 

safefood explained that they were in general in favour of this approach and that the tax 

revenues should be ring-fenced for health actions.   

4. Stakeholders’ forum, Europe House 

Several stakeholders were present during the 

roundtable discussion including representatives 

from Veterinary Ireland, An Bord Bia (Irish 

Food Board), Institute of Food Science (UCD), 

Institute of Food Science and Technology, the 

Irish Farmers Association (IFA), the Animal 

and Plant Health Association (APHA), the 

Organic Trust and the Environmental Pillar. 

During this session, the fight against 

antimicrobial resistance was raised by a number 

of different stakeholders. The representatives 

from the IFA considered that antibiotics should 

be part of the toolbox available for farmers, but that other tools were needed to reduce 

dependency on antibiotics. The IFA also considered that vaccine advertisements should be 

allowed but that they should be better targeted. Veterinary Ireland mentioned that the use of 

antibiotics should be reduced, and that antibiotics were used more in intensive farming, 

considering that there should be a move away from this farming model. Professor Fanning 

from the Institute of Food Science agreed that some antibiotics should be reserved for human 

use, and stressed that the reduction of the use of antibiotics could also lead in some cases to 

the selection of resistant bacteria (through a process of ‘co-selection’). He highlighted the 

importance of ensuring that there are safe and viable alternatives to antibiotics. He also 

http://csrc.nist.gov/groups/SMA/fisma/
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explained that heavy metals also build up resistance and that adopting a One Health approach 

to this address this issue would also be important. APHA regretted that political interferences 

were often undermining the scientific approach in the EU and also considered that the use of 

vaccines could reduce antibiotic use and that awareness-raising campaigns were therefore 

important. Another issue raised was the use of pesticides and herbicides (glyphosate) and the 

impact on biodiversity. Organic Trust highlighted that organic farming was the most highly 

regulated farming practice in Europe and considered that the conversion to organic farming 

should be encouraged through increased funding, particularly for new entrants. Environmental 

Pillar expressed concerns about crashing insect populations, the use of pesticides in forests, 

the impact of invasive species, the absence of a directive on the protection of soils and the 

impact of geological deposits of nuclear waste. Finally, IFA mentioned that the use of 

pesticides has been reduced in crop farming whereas imported cereals have to meet lower 

standards.  

5. Health Products Regulatory Authority (HPRA) 

Lorraine Nolan, Chief Executive of the HPRA, explained that HPRA is the second largest 

health agency in Ireland and considered that its remit, which covers medicines, medical 

devices, controlled products, blood and blood components, tissues and cells and organs, will 

grow in view of changes in EU legislation. She explained that the agency’s strategic plan for 

2016-2020 focused on the following five strands: optimising regulatory systems, better 

informed users, access to health products, supporting innovation, and internal capabilities. 

She also outlined the challenges they were facing in the context of the EU regulatory system 

to date, which included developing capabilities and activities, meeting resourcing and funding 

needs, supporting the regulatory sector and network, and a changing regulatory environment.  

Niall MacAleenan, Head of Medical Devices Department, presented the main challenges 

faced in implementing the new regulations on medical devices and in vitro diagnostic medical 

devices which entered into force in May 2017. In particular, he raised the issue of notified 

body designation and explained that it has been estimated that this designation process would 

take about 18 months to complete, which would significantly shorten the foreseen transitional 

period. He stressed the importance of successfully managing this transition.  

In the subsequent discussion, Members raised the issue of fees and queried whether this could 

be applied to medical devices. It was explained that it was difficult to implement a fee system 

for medical devices, as companies cannot clearly see the value of registering devices, but 

there is a move towards co-funding. The impact of Brexit on the availability of medicines in 

Ireland was also mentioned.  

6. Border Inspection Post 

Ronan Halpin explained that imports of products of animal origin were controlled at border 

inspection posts (BIPs) in order to minimise risks to human health, live animals, and the 

economy. Products of animal origin from third countries must comply with EU import 

conditions. He mentioned that there are over 300 BIPs in the EU and three of them are in 

Ireland (Dublin port, Dublin airport and Shannon airport). At Dublin port, controls are mainly 

carried out on products for human consumption (frozen) and in 2017, 1,333 controls were 

carried out which resulted in 23 rejected consignments. The checks carried out are 

documentary, identity (both on 100% of consignments) and physical checks (not on all 

consignments). Physical checks are only carried out based on a reduced check regime, 
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depending on the product. As regards opportunities and challenges, he mentioned that these 

related mainly to the implementation of the new Official Controls Regulation, Brexit with 

potentially increased levels of controls in products imported from the UK, and the integrated 

management system for official controls (IMSOC), which aims to achieve full 

dematerialisation of documents in the future. In the debate, Members raised how risk was 

assessed to determine the frequency of checks and were interested to hear whether African 

Swine Fever (ASF) and imports of pork had raised any specific problems. It was explained 

that the legislation set minimum levels of checks, but that this could be increased if there was 

a perceived risk. As regards ASF, controls on personal baggage at Dublin airport were being 

carried out.  

 

Friday 6 April 2018 

 

Visit of the Directorate for Health And Food Audits and Analysis, DG SANTE 

(Formerly Food And Veterinary Office), Grange 

 

 

4. Welcome by Director and presentation of the Directorate (P. Colombo) 

 

Paola Colombo, Director, presented an overview of the latest developments in the Directorate 

and of the work programme for 2018. Directorate F carries out audits, inspections and related 

non-audit activities aimed at ensuring that EU legislation on food and feed safety, animal 

health, animal welfare, plant health and in the area of medical devices is properly 

implemented and enforced. A team of some 170 people, including around 85 auditors, 

conduct audits or inspections to ensure the national authorities are fulfilling their legal 

obligations (see organisation chart in Annex). The activities of the Directorate have been 

expanding, with new tasks concerning e.g. animal welfare during transport, sustainable use of 

pesticides or e-health. Audit reports are published on the website of the Directorate1. In 

addition, so-called ‘overview reports’2 summarize the results of audits in a more reader-

                                                 
1 http://ec.europa.eu/food/audits-analysis/audit_reports/index.cfm  
2 http://ec.europa.eu/food/audits-analysis/overview_reports/index.cfm  

http://ec.europa.eu/food/audits-analysis/audit_reports/index.cfm
http://ec.europa.eu/food/audits-analysis/overview_reports/index.cfm
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friendly format.  

Ms Colombo stressed that the report from the Commission to the European Parliament and 

the Council on the overall operation of official controls in Member States (2014-2016) to 

ensure the verification of compliance with food and feed law, animal health and welfare rules 

would be adopted in the second quarter of 2018. She explained that the conclusions were 

overall positive, but she stressed that the report identifies the lack of resources for national 

control authorities as a major problem: resources are cut in all Member States, which could 

jeopardize official controls plans.  

The Work Programme for 20181 includes around 200 audits and fact-finding missions in 

Member States, candidate countries and non-EU countries in the areas of food safety and 

quality, animal health and welfare, and plant health, and on-the-spot activities in the area of 

human health protection (antimicrobial resistance (AMR), medical devices and active 

pharmaceutical ingredients). In terms of non-audit work, the Directorate will particularly 

work on the application of the broiler Directive and on the protection of fish at the time of 

killing.  

The Directorate also supports Member States, for instance through the provision of trainings 

(Better training for Safer Food) or its participation in European networks (National Audit 

Systems, Multi-annual National Control Plan, etc.). 

In the following debate, MEPs expressed concerns about the lack of resources in Member 

States to carry out official controls, the need to rebuild trust in the food chain, following 

recent scandals, and the impact of Brexit on the food chain.  

5. Sustainable use of pesticides (Unit F3, A. Owen-Griffiths) 

 

The whole responsibility on the sustainable use of pesticides was transferred to Directorate F 

in July 2016. Recent publications in this field include the Commission report to the European 

Parliament and to the Council on Member State National Action Plans and on progress in the 

implementation of Directive 2009/128/EC on the sustainable use of pesticides (COM(2017) 

587, October 2017), the overview report on the sustainable use of pesticides (October 2017) 

that provides a detailed summary of the main findings of the results of a questionnaire and a 

series of fact-finding missions to six Member States, gives examples of good practices in 

implementation and identifies the main obstacles encountered by Member States in the 

implementation of the Directive. The Commission report concluded that the Directive offered 

the potential to greatly reduce the risks derived from pesticide use, but until it is more 

rigorously implemented by Member States, these improvements would be limited, and 

certainly insufficient to achieve the environmental and health improvements the Directive was 

designed to achieve. The audits carried out by the Directorate showed inter alia that all 

Member States had adopted National Action Plans, in many cases with significant delays, and 

with a huge diversity in their completeness and coverage. They also showed that compliance 

with the principles of integrated pest management (IPM) at individual grower level was not 

being systematically checked by Member States, and that Member States had not yet set clear 

criteria in order to ensure that the general principles of IPM were implemented by all 

professional users.  

                                                 
1 Programme of audits and fact-finding missions 2018 

https://ec.europa.eu/food/sites/food/files/plant/docs/pesticides_sup_report-overview_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/food/sites/food/files/plant/docs/pesticides_sup_report-overview_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/food/sites/food/files/plant/docs/pesticides_sup_report-overview_en.pdf
file://///ipolbrusnvf01/envi/WPDOC/Events/Delegations/2018/04%204-6%20-%20ex-FVO%20Dublin-Grange%20-%20GR-ES/Mission%20Report/Sustainable%20Use%20of%20Pesticides
https://ec.europa.eu/food/sites/food/files/hfaa_inspect_prog_audit_en_2018.pdf
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The Directorate has planned six audits on the sustainable use of pesticides in 2019, and six in 

2020, and will draft a new report to the European Parliament and to the Council.  

After the presentation, MEPs discussed the scope of the Directive, the setting up of the PEST 

special Committee, and the use of pesticides by amateur gardeners.  

6. Controls on pesticide residues (Unit F3, A. Owen-Griffiths) 

The Directorate is carrying out a series of audits on the period 2017-2019, focusing on 

Member States designating laboratories with unsatisfactory performance in EU proficiency 

tests. Some laboratories are not adequately equipped, or do not test enough pesticides 

routinely. A series of audits were also carried out on pesticide residue control in organic 

production1. The report concluded that there was comprehensive risk based sampling along 

the food chain, with numbers exceeding the level of sampling required by EU legislation. 

Nevertheless, the official instructions on the implementation of pesticide residue controls 

specific to organic production were often not sufficiently detailed and clear. The audits 

highlighted the lack of official sampling procedures in the production stages at Member State 

level, and the absence of defined criteria for the scope and sensitivity of laboratory analyses to 

be carried out. The absence of clear official criteria for the interpretation and follow-up of 

pesticide residue detections impedes consistent treatment regarding compliance with organic 

production rules. These shortcomings impact negatively on the effectiveness of controls. The 

inconsistency of compliance criteria impacts on enforcement, the EU single market and the 

import of organic products from non-EU Countries.  

In third countries, audits focused on countries with high non-compliance rate in the Rapid 

Alert System for Food and Feed (RASFF) and in EFSA reports on pesticide residue controls. 

Pesticide residues levels are generally higher in products from third countries that in products 

coming from EU Member States.  

The debate with MEPs revolved around the most problematic fruit and vegetables in terms of 

pesticide residues.  

7. Biocides audit series (Unit F3, A. Owen-Griffiths) 

On biocides, a survey was carried out in 2016 to gather information from Member States to 

prepare fact finding missions on the implementation of the Biocidal Products Regulation. 

Preliminary findings after three fact-finding missions indicate that competent authorities had 

been clearly defined. Delays with evaluation of active substances and authorisations of 

biocidal products were identified. The reasons stated were the complexity of biocidal 

products, communication problems between Member States, the broadening of evaluations to 

include endocrine disrupting properties from 2018, and the increase in the number of 

applications, due to the re-authorisation of already authorised products. Furthermore, controls 

covering biocidal products, and in some Member States treated articles, are taking place. Fact-

finding missions will continue in 2018 (in five Member States) and an overview report will be 

published by the end of 2018. A workshop to share experience on good practices will be 

organised in 2019.  

                                                 
1 Pesticide Residue Control in Organic Production, 2016 

http://ec.europa.eu/food/audits-analysis/overview_reports/details.cfm?rep_id=104
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During the debate, MEPs discussed the lessons learned from the fipronil case, the role of 

RASFF and the impact of fraudulent practices in the food chain. 

6. Update on Brazil (Unit F1, F. Andriessen) 

 

The ‘carne fraca’ scandal was presented: in March 2017, investigation by Brazilian federal 

police found irregularities in 21 establishments and the implication of officials of the Ministry 

of Agriculture, including officials responsible for official controls. The Commission therefore 

introduced reinforced checks at EU borders and carried out audits In Brazil covering the meat 

sector in May 2017. Certification for implicated establishments was suspended. Some 

systemic control issues were identified in certain areas (particularly for horse meat), as well as 

poor or non-implementation of announced corrective actions. Therefore the Commission inter 

alia de-listed horse meat establishments and pre-export checks are being carried out on 100% 

of poultry/meat products (Salmonella). Audits in January and February 2018 identified other 

issues, such as the performance of post-mortem inspection of bovine animals, which is 

contrary to EU law. After these audits, tampering with Salmonella samples/results was 

revealed. The Commission excluded some establishments from EU export. In addition, issues 

were identified for fishery products following audits carried out in autumn 2017 (e.g. no 

controls over primary production, previously announced corrective actions not implemented), 

which led to the de-listing of six facilities. Additional audits on residues and on meat/fish are 

planned.  

After the presentation MEPs insisted on the need for the EU to act quickly to ensure food 

safety for EU consumers, and discussed the links between food safety authorities and the 

judicial system, and debated on possible similar problems in other Southern American 

countries.  

7. Contribution to the Commission’s anti-microbial resistance (AMR) action plan, 

including One Health visits (Unit F5, R. Tascon) 

 

The Directorate published an overview report on antimicrobial resistance and the prudent use 

of antimicrobials in animals1, which gives an overview of the situation in the Member States 

and Norway, Iceland and Switzerland, and highlights examples of good practice to tackle 

AMR, and to use antimicrobials in animals. Some challenges in implementing policies for the 

prudent use of antimicrobials are also described. Nearly all countries have either put in place, 

or are developing, strategies and a range of policies for the prudent use of antimicrobials. For 

example, targets for the reduction of antimicrobial use and bans on the use of critically 

important antimicrobials in certain animal species have been set up, and veterinarians play a 

key role in encouraging producers to adopt preventive measures that limit the use of 

antimicrobials (use of vaccines, enhanced management, hygiene practices, novel feed 

additives). The report shows that the combined effect of the policies implemented at all levels 

can result in substantial reductions in antimicrobial use of more than 50 %, even where the 

national strategies are at an early stage and the associated policies are of voluntary nature, 

with the resulting limited ability to control and enforce compliance with them. However, the 

multiple factors influencing the development of AMR make it difficult to elucidate the impact 

of specific measures, although the analysis of monitoring of AMR and of antimicrobial usage 

shows an association between reductions in antimicrobial use and reduced levels of AMR. 

                                                 
1 Measures to Tackle Antimicrobial Resistance Through the Prudent Use of Antimicrobials in Animals, 2016 

http://ec.europa.eu/food/audits-analysis/overview_reports/details.cfm?rep_id=121
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Further missions on this topic are planned in 2018.  

The interim overview report on AMR monitoring in zoonotic and commensal bacteria1 

(2016), based on the main findings and conclusions of the audits carried out in eight Member 

States, shows that commitment of Member States has resulted in significant improvements in 

the design and implementation of most of the sampling and testing requirements2, although 

some areas for improvement were identified. The national laboratory networks performed 

mostly in a satisfactory manner. As regards the reporting of AMR data to EFSA, although 

mainly in line with the applicable requirements, showed weaknesses in the description of the 

implementation of the monitoring, which is important to ensure that the results are interpreted 

correctly.  

In the following debate, MEPs raised questions about the respective roles of ECDC and 

EFSA, and the particular situation of AMR in hospitals. 

8. Medical devices (Unit F5, R. Tascon) 

Controls on the safety of medical devices have been tightened following the discovery of the 

fraudulent use of non-medical grade silicone in breast implants in 2012 (‘PIP scandal’). The 

Directorate published an overview report3 describing the outcome of the joint assessments of 

notified bodies designated under Directives 90/385/EEC, 93/42/EEC, and 98/79/EC. These 

assessments have been mandatory since the entry into force of Commission Implementing 

Regulation (EU) No 920/2013. The report has identified a number of recurring and persistent 

problems in notified body performance and in their ability to meet the requirements for 

designation under the Directives (notably, problems linked to the independence and 

impartiality of notified body staff, insufficient evidence justifying the qualification of staff 

and their assignment to specific conformity assessment roles or a less than optimal 

performance of conformity assessments on medical devices). 

There are 56 notified bodies currently listed in the Nando (New Approach Notified and 

Designated Organisations) Information System. It is expected however, that the number of 

notified bodies will fall by 32% compared to the situation in October 2013. The vast majority 

of previously designated notified bodies for which the joint assessment process has been 

completed (88.5%) have been successfully re-designated. However, in 40% of cases, the final 

scope of designation was reduced compared to that applied for, and in some instances the 

duration of designation granted to the notified bodies has been less than the 5 year maximum 

allowed. The report stresses that these data illustrate the increased level of scrutiny to which 

notified bodies have been subject. Furthermore, the Commission expects that following the 

recent publication of the medical devices Regulation (Regulation (EU) 2017/745), and its in 

vitro counterpart (Regulation (EU) 2017/746), the progress already made in improving the 

performance of notified bodies and strengthening the EU regulatory system will continue. 

Following the presentation, MEPs asked where were the difficulties in implementing the EU 

framework on medical devices, and whether it would have an impact of the ability of the 

industry to come with new devices.  

                                                 
1 Antimicrobial Resistance Monitoring in Zoonotic and Commensal Bacteria, 2016 
2 Implementation of Decision 2013/652/EU on the monitoring and reporting of antimicrobial resistance (AMR) 

in zoonotic and commensal bacteria.  
3 Joint Assessments of Notified Bodies designated under the Medical Devices Directives, 2017 

file://///ipolbrusnvf01/envi/WPDOC/Events/Delegations/2018/04%204-6%20-%20ex-FVO%20Dublin-Grange%20-%20GR-ES/15_Mission%20Report/Antimicrobial
http://ec.europa.eu/docsroom/documents/24021
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9. Animal welfare -  transport (Unit F2, A. Ramirez Vela) 

 

The Directorate recently published a report following a fact-finding mission carried out in 

Turkey on animal welfare during transport to non-EU countries1. The objective was to collect 

information on causes of delays in the import of EU animals into Turkey at the Kapitan 

Andreevo-Kapikule border point, which is the second busiest road border in the world. The 

aim was to identify actions that allow the transport of live animals to Turkey to operate 

smoothly, while ensuring a satisfactory level of protection for the animals concerned. The 

report concludes that there is a high risk of causing unnecessary pain and distress to animals 

transported on this route during hot days. There are no facilities or provisions to facilitate the 

welfare of the animals at the Kapikule control point. This, together with the lengthy 

administrative procedure to clear consignments implies that animals are likely to stay at least 

six hours in the vehicles to cross the border. The Turkish authorities focus their checks on 

animal health, identification and technical requirements. If Turkish authorities identify 

shortcomings with such requirements, the animals' unnecessary suffering will be exacerbated 

by the significant additional time required for these to be addressed. Due to the inability of the 

livestock vehicles' ventilation system to lower the temperatures in the animal compartment 

below the external environmental temperature and the limited opening hours of the veterinary 

control point, it is very difficult for transporters to ensure that animals inside the lorry are kept 

below 35°C when ambient temperatures are over 30°C. This is made worse by the lengthy 

administrative procedure. The report concludes that the use of the new harmonised templates 

for veterinary certificates prepared by Turkish authorities and the preparation of a realistic 

journey plan that takes account of the findings in this report should reduce the risks to animal 

welfare on this route. 

In addition, Ms Ramirez Vela added that Member States were making good  progress in the 

area of animal welfare during transport, and that tackling areas with lower compliance rate 

could make better use of resources. 

During the following debate, MEPs discussed animal welfare issues in the pig (tail docking), 

rabbit and horse sectors. 

10. Unauthorised GMO used as animal feed in the EU (Unit F4, J. MC Evoy) 

 

On GMOs, the Directorate carries out audits on traceability and labelling of food and feed. In 

food, controls focus on the presence of GMOs in unlabelled products and any unintentional 

presence. In feed, controls are aimed at verifying the correctness of labelling, checks for the 

presence of unauthorised GMOs and potential cross-contamination. Two to three audits take 

place every year on GMOs, and overall controls on GMOs in Member States are appropriate, 

with only very small number of non-compliances. In 2018 audits will take place in Slovakia, 

Spain and the Czech Republic.  

Mr Evoy also presented the fraudulent scheme that resulted in two unauthorised GM feed 

materials being sold to Romanian and Lithuanian farms. The first RASFF notification on this 

case was released in September 2017. This GM biomass was a by-product of amino-acid 

production for industrial use. Follow-up action concerning this case is still on-going. Member 

States are investigating the destination of products and taking action to cease any illegal uses.  

                                                 
1 Final report of a fact-finding mission carried out in Turkey from 5 September 2017 to 8 September 2017 on 

animal welfare during transport to non-EU countries, 2017. 

http://ec.europa.eu/food/audits-analysis/audit_reports/details.cfm?rep_id=3929
http://ec.europa.eu/food/audits-analysis/audit_reports/details.cfm?rep_id=3929
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In 2018, the Directorate will carry out audits on feed additives, critical ingredients, 

traceability, trade of processed animal proteins, and insects as feed.  

During the debate, MEPs discussed the definition of GM feed, as well as the challenges 

linked to animal feed and to the protein deficit experienced by the Union. 

11. Questions & Answers session (afternoon) 

 

During this questions and answers session, MEPs debated with the Directorate’s management 

staff a number challenges, including implementation difficulties in the field e-health, 

challenges for the health sector linked to Brexit, the wealth of information available in the 

Directorate’s reports and the need to base future legislation on sound facts.  

Conclusions 

The Delegation to the Health and Food Audits and Analysis Directorate, DG SANTE 

(formerly Food and Veterinary Office) allowed Members to have a more in depth 

understanding of the working structure of the Directorate and to better understand the future 

challenges that the Directorate will face. Combining the visit of the Directorate with meetings 

with Irish authorities and stakeholders in the areas of work of the Directorate also 

strengthened their knowledge of key issues linked to health and food safety in Europe. Both 

the Directorate and ENVI delegation confirmed the need for more and closer cooperation 

between the Directorate and the Parliament in the areas of health and food safety.
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ENVI COMMITTEE MISSION  

to the Health and Food Audits and Analysis Directorate, DG SANTE (former Food and 

Veterinary Office), 4-6 April 2018 in Grange and Dublin, Ireland 

 

COMPOSITION OF THE EP DELEGATION 

 

Members of the European Parliament: 

Mr Bart STAES - Chair of the delegation (Greens - BE)    

Ms Susanne MELIOR    (S&D, DE)   

Local Members of the European Parliament: 

Ms Mairead MCGUINNESS  (EPP - IE)   

Ms Lynn BOYLAN (GUE/NGL, IE)    

Political group advisors: 

Ms Joanna SPRACKETT (Greens/EFA advisor) 

Ms Majella MCCONE (S&D advisor) 

Staff ENVI Secretariat: 

Mr Guillaume RAGONNAUD 

Ms Emma SOTO 

Interpreters: 

 

Mr Yves TYCHON 

 

Ms Jutta GIER 



PE622.096v01-00 14/16 CR\1153109EN.docx 

EN 

ENVI delegation to Ireland on food safety issues and bi-annual visit to the  

Directorate for Health and Food Audits and Analysis, DG SANTE 

(formerly Food and Veterinary Office) in Grange and Dublin 

 

4-6 April 2018 

 

Wednesday, 4 April 2018 

Evening Individual arrival of participants and transfer to Buswells Hotel  

23-27 Molesworth St, Dublin 2, D02 W260, Ireland 

Thursday, 5 April 2018 

1.1. MORNING MEETINGS WITH STAKEHOLDERS IN EUROPE HOUSE 

08:45-09:00 Departure from hotel lobby and transfer to the EP Information Office by foot 

Europe House 12-14 Lower Mount Street Dublin D02 W7102 

09:00 – 09:40 Meeting with Paula Barry Walsh, Deputy Chief Veterinary Officer, Department 

of Agriculture, Food and the Marine 

09:40 – 10:20 

 

Meeting with Dr Pamela Byrne, Chief Executive Officer of the Food Safety 

Authority of Ireland (FSAI)  

10:20 – 11:00 

 

Meeting with Ray Dolan, Chief Executive Officer of Safefood (cross-border 

Food Safety Board) 

11:00 – 11:15 Coffee break 

11:15 – 13:00 Stakeholder Roundtable with: 

Veterinary Ireland: Gerry Neary (President) and Conor Geraghty (Food 

Animal Group Chair) 

An Bord Bia (Irish Food Board): Alice McGlynn 

Institute of Food Science (UCD): Professor Shea Fanning 

Institute of Food Science and Technology (tbc) 

Irish Farmers Association: Fintan Conway 

Animal and Plant Health Association - Fergal Morris (MSD) Chair of APHA 

and the Animal Health Division, Joe Lynch (BASF), Billy Cotter (Syngenta), 

Edmond Wall (C+M Vetlink) and Ann Williams (APHA) 

Organic Trust: Helen Scully (CEO) and Colin Keogh (Food Science 

Technologist/QA Manager) 

Environmental Pillar: Michael Ewing 

13:00 – 13:45 Lunch break 
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Thursday, 5 April 2018 

1.2. AFTERNOON ON-THE-SPOT VISITS 

13:45 – 14:00 Bus transfer to the Health Products Regulatory Authority 

Kevin O'Malley House, Earlsfort Centre, Earlsfort Terrace, Dublin 2, Ireland, 

D02 XP77 

14:00 – 15:30 Visit of Health Products Regulatory Authority (HPRA) and meeting with:  

 Lorraine Nolan, Chief Executive, HPRA 

 Niall MacAleenan, Deputy Director, Head of Medical Devices Department, 

HPRA 

 Vanessa Lyons, Executive Assistant, Chief Executives Officer 

 Sinead Duggan, Medical Device Assessor, Medical Devices Department. 

15:30 – 16:00 Bus transfer to Dublin Port  

Eirfreeze, Bond Road, Dublin Port, Dublin 3 

16:00 – 18:00 Visit of the Border Inspection Post at Dublin Port 

 general presentation to be given in the boardroom of New Customs House 

(Promenade Road, Dublin Port) 

 visit of the physical Border Inspection Post (Bond Road, Dublin Port) 

18:00 – 18:30 Bus transfer to Buswells hotel  

Friday, 6 April 2018 

2.1. MORNING DIRECTORATE FOR HEALTH AND FOOD AUDITS AND ANALYSIS, 

DG SANTE (FORMERLY FOOD AND VETERINARY OFFICE), 

GRANGE 

09:00 – 10:00 Transfer by bus to the Directorate for Health and Food Audits and Analysis, DG 

SANTE (formerly Food and Veterinary Office). GRAN 01/015, Grange, 

Dunsany, C15 DA39, Co. Meath, Ireland 

10:00 - 10:20 Welcome by Director Paola Colombo and presentation of the Directorate  

10:20 - 12:30 Presentation of work done in specific units and discussion on key issues 

10:20 – 10:50 Unit F3: Sustainable use of pesticides, controls on pesticide residues, and 

biocides audit series 

10:50 – 11:30 Unit F1: Update/overview on MS compliance with food additives rules, update 

on Brazil, and RASFF: how is it used by auditors? 

11:30 – 11:50 Unit F5: Contribution to the Commission’s anti-microbial resistance action 

plan, including One Health visits, and medical devices 

12:00 – 12:20 Unit F2: Animal welfare - transport  

12:20 – 12:30 Unit F4: unauthorised GMOs used as animal feed in the EU  

12.30 – 13.30 Lunch break 

13.30 – 14.30 Questions & Answers session 
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14:30 Departure by bus  

 


