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A little over & year ago, scien-

tists involved In various

scientific organisations

dealing with food science
and technology decided that it cught to
be possible to harmonise food regula-
ticns and legislation, /.e. having the same
rules and food laws everywhere on the
globe. Two drivers were at the bottom of
ithis thought. Firstly, over the past
decennia food has been destroyed too
many times for - from a scientific point of
view - the wrong reasons. This may
continue to happen, whilst there are large
populations in the world that suffer from
severe undernourishment. Examples are
the destruction of food containing minute
amounts of mycotoxins or dioxing, far
below the concentration that may have
any physiclogical effect and sometimes
far below even the natural concentration
This is the result of the "zero tolerance”
aftitude of regulators who, almost 500
years after Paracelsus, still do not know
that toxicity (as well as allergenicity and
carcinogenicity} depends on concentra-
tion. Secondly, following a number of
food safety incidents, consumers get
increasingly concerned about the safety
of the food they eat. This leads to politi-
cians promising tougher regulations,
Whilst at the same time consumers want
food that is fresher and healthier, in other
words less severely processed. Driven by
these consumer pressures, for the past
decade much research funding has been
devoted to developing technologies that
would preserve food with less damage to
nutrients and other desirable characteris-
tics than traditional heat treatments. The

sad conclusion is that despite the avail-
ability of such technologies, we are far
away from applications, or applications
are restricted to a limited number of rela-
tively expensive niche products. An
important reason s the difficulty in
obiaining approval, made more difficult
and wery coslly by the differences in
requirements between nations. If the
outcome is unknown and knowing that
there is a need to apply for the same
purpese in many regions, investing in
applications of new technologies may
easily be conceived as too large a risk or
simply too expensive.

As a result, in July 2004, EFFoST and
the: International Division of IFT launched
the Global Harmonization Initiative (GHI),
with the goal "Achieving consensus on the
science of food requlations and legislation
to ensure the global availability of safe and
wholesome food producis  for  all
consumers”. Soon the GHI was joined by
many other scientific organisations,
including IUFoST (of which EFFoST is a
regional grouping), the Food Chemistry
Division of EuCheMS, the Federation of
European Microbiclogical Societies and
EHEDG. Thanks to the participation of two
publishers, Food Safely Magazine and
Elsevier Science, the GHI has received
much attention and is growing rapidly.

Do the participants in GHI really believe
that global harmonisation is achievable?
The answer is yes, although it is not the
intention of the participants to themselves
propose changes in regulations and
legislation. Rather, their aim is to obtain a
scientific consensus on issues that
underpin regulations. It is assumed that

publication of consensus statements will
help regulators to draw up new regula-
tions or propose changes to existing
regulations and laws. The GHI will not
repeat work already done. To the contrary,
where slatements based on scientific
evidence exist, they will be reviewed and
most likely often be adopied as DRAFT
consensus statements. Such statements
may originate from organisations such as
Caodex Alimentarius, the International
Commission for the Microbiological
Specifications for Food (ICMSF), the
European Food Safety Authority (EFSA)
and the International Life Sciences Institute
(ILSY). The GHI therefore is very pleased
with the participation of scientists involved
in these and otiher organisations with similar
goals. It may be important to explain that
the GHI is not after obtaining a consensus
between scientific organisations or any
official bodies, but is after a consensus
between individual scientists, regardless of
their affiliations. This leads us to one of the
most important but at the same time
perhaps most difficult tasks for the GHI
group: how to identify the real scientific
experts and how o ensure they will be able
to participate in an independent way.
Meanwhile, there has been a range of
GHI meetings, including symposia and
workshops, in places such as Las Vegas,
Warsaw, Lisle, New Orleans and
Hamburg. Reperts on these events and
presentations can be found an the
website  www.globalharmaonization.org.
This has resulted in a draft Charter (see
Figure 1), For the time being it will rernain
a "draft" because in line with our goal, we
would lke to start with a global
consensus on the charter and therefore
invite and welcome commients, This,
however, does not mean that far the time
being the GHI remains inactive. The
process to identify relevant scientific
organisations has been started. These
organisations will be requested to inform
their members about the GHI and to invite
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Figure 1. Draft GHI Charter

thern to sign up. Several discussions took
place on the dentification of experts. The
initiative would fail if everybody could sign
up as an experl on everything that he or
she feels is something to be influenced, It
is Imperative that evidence is provided. In
the near future the website will display a
proposal for unbiased and impartial iden
titication of experts - again for comments.

Another activity that has been started is
developing the censensus “operation
procedure’. The first step will have to be
the identification of issues and then their
priority. Self-evidently, proposed issues
must be presented with justification and
any opinion on an issue must be accom
panied by evidence. The follow up to this
process, may depend on the availability of
experts as working parties need to be set

published on  the
website for comments.
So far, all the GHI wark
is done by voluntesrs whao believe that the
initiative is worth the effart, but it is envis-
aged that for success, funds are required
as staff will be needed to deal with the
necessary correspondence and archiving.
Here the GHI group faces a severe diffi-
culty. Although stakehclders may play a
rale in providing issues and submitting
evidence, the GHI group needs 0 be
independent of stakeholders and there-
fore cannol and will not accept financial
support from the stakeholders. How then
to solve this problem? After considerable
debale, it has been decided that suppon
from scientific organisations is essential
and would not affect impartiality. Recog-
nising thal scienlific organisations are
unlikely to have the funds to finance the
entire operation, these organisations may

decide to attempt to raise funds from, for
gxample, governments, ndustries, chari-
ties and individual members inany way, to
secure rescources reguired, Providad,
howesver, that the arganisations will in no
way press the GHI to focus on specific
issues on the behali of any pressure
group. The GHI should be kept unaware
of the stakeholders that provide financial
support to the scientific organisations. The
reason that stakeholders would support
the initiative despite not being recognisad
as such should lzy in the fact that they are
stakeholders, e they will eventually
bengsfit from global harmonisation of food
regulations and legislation. In line with the
(draft) GHI Charter, any funding received
by the GHI will be fully justified on the GHI
websile and be open to inspection by
participating scientific organisations, M
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