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Amendment   1 

Tibor Szanyi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Notes that in 2014 an amount of EUR 80 

547 505 had been made available to the 

European Food Safety Authority ('the 

Authority') through the general budget of 

the European Union; would also like to 

stress that this amount represents 0,056% 

of the overall EU budget; 

1. Notes that in 2014 an amount of EUR 80 

547 505 had been made available to the 

European Food Safety Authority ('the 

Authority') through the general budget of 

the European Union and that this amount 

represents 0,056% of the overall EU 

budget; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   2 

Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Is especially aware of the public interest 

in the decision-making process within the 

Authority, which is done within its legal 

role and responsibilities; highlights that 

communication is paramount in this 

respect; notes that the Authority is 

dedicating 74% of its human resources to 

scientific activities, evaluation and data 

collection and communication; encourages 

the Authority to further progress on this 

path; 

5. Is especially aware of the public interest 

in the decision-making process within the 

Authority and especially the perceived 

conflict of interest cases; highlights that 

credible integrity rules are essential and 

that furthermore communication and 

availability for the media is paramount in 

this respect; notes that the Authority is 

dedicating 74% of its human resources to 

scientific activities, evaluation and data 

collection and communication; encourages 

the Authority to further progress on this 

path; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   3 
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Julie Girling 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

7. Welcomes the Authority's efforts to 

implement corrective actions following the 

previous comments by the Court of 

Auditors, in particular the 

implementation, as of 2012, of the 

Authority's comprehensive self-

assessment and improvement of its 

internal control system (a process which 

is still on-going) and improvement of its 

annual work programme to include more 

details on planned procurements and 

grants (a process which has been 

completed); 

7. Welcomes the Authority's efforts to 

implement corrective actions following the 

previous comments by the Court of 

Auditors, particularly the improvements 

made to its annual work programme to 

include more details on planned 

procurements and grants; acknowledges 

the work done, since 2012, to improve the 

effectiveness of the Authority's internal 

control system through rigorous self-

assessment, a process that is still on-

going; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   4 

Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Also welcomes the Authority's efforts to 

implement corrective actions following the 

comments made by the Parliament in the 

context of the 2013 discharge procedure, in 

the areas of financial controlling, internal 

audit, and the system in place to manage 

the interests of the Authority's scientific 

experts; 

8. Also welcomes the Authority's efforts to 

implement corrective actions following the 

comments made by the Parliament in the 

context of the 2013 discharge procedure, in 

the areas of financial controlling, internal 

control standards, internal audit, and 

furthermore takes note of the Authority's 

efforts to improve the system in place to 

manage the interests of the Authority's 

scientific experts; 

Or. en 
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Amendment   5 

Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 8a. Looks forward to results of the 

Authority's systemic review of its policy 

on independence and scientific decision-

making process; welcomes the Authority's 

commitment to consider the publication of 

remunerations for experts' declared 

activities; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   6 

Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 8b. Welcomes the introduction of a system 

within the Authority to centralize the 

screening of the experts' declarations of 

interests; calls on the Authority to include 

in its policy the prohibition to work with 

any expert including Member States' 

delegated experts who do not properly and 

faithfully fill in that declaration; calls on 

the Authority to include in its policy an 

obligation for experts to inform the 

Authority of any eventual changes 

relating to the information included in 

that declaration while working for the 

Authority; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   7 
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Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 8c. Calls on the Authority to commit itself 

to publish the names and the declarations 

of interests of experts and at the same 

time the scientific opinions as well as the 

full text version of all studies considered 

by the Authority; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   8 

Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 d (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 8d. Calls on the Authority to review its 

definition of conflict of interest  in line 

with that of the Court of Auditors; is of 

the opinion that the current policy of the 

Authority to assess conflict of interest 

based on 66% of the agenda of a specific 

group is not a sophisticated and robust 

way to avoid potential conflicts of 

interests; calls on the Authority to take 

into account its mandate and not the 

panel in question when assessing whether 

there is a conflict of interest; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   9 

Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 e (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 8e. Reminds the Authority of the 

European Ombudsman's ruling stating 

that the Authority "should revise its 

conflict of interest rules" to ensure that 

those experts who work for academia 

declare all relevant information to the 

Authority; is of the opinion that if this 

would affect around one third of the 

experts as stated by the Authority, then 

the Authority should dedicate special 

attention to the issue and work on specific 

measures together with the concerned 

academic institutions to safeguard the 

integrity of both institutions; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   10 

Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 f (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 8f. Reiterates its call for the Authority to 

apply a two-year cooling-off period to all 

material interests related to the regulated 

sector, including research funding, 

consultancy contracts and decision-

making positions; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   11 

Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 g (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 
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 8g. Calls on the Authority to examine the 

creation of a new status for "hearing 

experts" following the example of the 

World Health Organization's 

International Agency for Research 

Against Cancer; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   12 

Nicola Caputo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 9 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

9. Believes that the Authority should 

continue paying special attention to public 

opinion, and commit itself, as much as 

possible, to openness and transparency; 

welcomes, in this respect, the launch, in 

January 2013, of the transparency 

initiative; welcomes, in this context, the 

improved presentation and accessibility of 

information and documents on the 

Authority's homepage and other action 

taken towards an "open EFSA"; 

encourages the Authority to further 

progress on this path; 

9. Believes that the Authority should 

continue paying special attention to public 

opinion, and commit itself, as much as 

possible, to openness and transparency; 

welcomes, in this respect, the launch, in 

January 2013, of the transparency 

initiative; welcomes, in this context, the 

improved presentation and accessibility of 

information and documents on the 

Authority's homepage and other action 

taken, such as the risk assessment 

opinions and the impact they have on EU 

citizens, towards an "open EFSA"; 

encourages the Authority to further 

progress on this path; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   13 

Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 9 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 9a. Points out that the Charter of 
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Fundamental Rights of the European 

Union gives individuals the right to access 

public documents; reminds that scientific 

rigour is ensured best by transparency 

and accountability of the results; 

highlights that the Authority should make 

therefore all data used to reach any 

scientific conclusions public in a machine 

readable format so as to enable scientific 

scrutiny and constant progress; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   14 

Jasenko Selimovic 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 9 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 9a. Asks the responsible body of the 

Authority to implement the anti-fraud 

strategy as soon as possible; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   15 

Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 9 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 9b. Stresses that the aim of the data  

disclosure is to make reproducibility of 

the Authority's work possible and 

therefore, the steps taken towards process 

transparency in risk-assessment are a 

welcome first step, however data 

transparency should also be ensured; 

Or. en 
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Amendment   16 

Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 9 c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 9c. Reminds the Authority that 

commercial confidentiality clauses must 

not be allowed to impair disclosure of data 

due to the overriding public interest of 

health and safety; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   17 

Benedek Jávor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 9 d (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 9d. Stresses that experts in regulatory 

agencies must be paid for their work so as 

to enable their independence from the 

sector they regulate; calls on the 

Commission to provide the financial 

means for the Authority to pay experts to 

ensure independence; 

Or. en 

 


