
 

 

 
Risk assessments of 4,4'-DMAR and MT-45 (16 Septemb er) 

The extended Scientific Committee, with the participation of additional experts from the Member States, the 
European Medicines Agency, Europol and the European Commission, carried out the formal risk assessments 
of one new psychoactive substance, 4,4'-DMAR, as well as the preparatory detailed discussion on the risks of 
MT-45. The presentations and risk assessment reports are provided separately (1). 

I. Welcome by the acting Vice-chair and adoption of  the agenda 

Gerhard Bühringer welcomed the members of the EMCDDA Scientific Committee and other participants. 
Marina Davoli and Henk Garretsen were excused. The agenda was adopted unanimously (2). 

II. Address by the Director  

The Director of the EMCDDA thanked the Scientific Committee for their work and animated discussion during 
the risk assessment discussions that took place the day before, and for their commitment and support on this 
and other activities, despite the increase in workload. He explained that the Scientific Committee will discuss 
two work programmes during this meeting: 1) the 2015 programme, which already has a favourable opinion 
from the European Commission and will be discussed by the Management Board in December, and 2) the 
2016–18 EMCDDA strategy and work programme, which is in early stages of preparation, and for which the 
EMCDDA made extensive in-house and external consultation. 

The Director updated the Scientific Committee on the changes foreseen when the new European Commission 
takes office in November, as the EMCDDA’s main institutional contacts will move from DG Justice to the newly 
created DG Migration and Home Affairs. He further announced that his mandate ends at the end of April 2015 
and that the recruitment procedure for a new director is ongoing. The new director should be appointed during 
the Management Board meeting in December 2014. 

III. Preparation of the formal opinion on the 2015 work programme 

Paul Griffiths introduced the EMCDDA 2015 work programme, the last annual programme under the current 
2013–2015 strategy and work programme. He explained the rationale for prioritising activities and re-allocating 

                                                      
(1) For further information, please consult http://www.emcdda.europa.eu/activities/action-on-new-drugs 

(2) All meeting documents and presentations referred to in these minutes are available on the Scientific Committee extranet. 
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resources, e.g. for the supply area. The principal objective of this work programme is to finalise the main 
priorities for the current three-year work programme. 

The Scientific Committee members then joined the EMCDDA scientific staff in different break-out sessions 
(Annex 3), to further discuss the 2015 work programme and prepare their formal opinion. 

III (cont.). Adoption of the opinion of the Scienti fic Committee on the 2015 work programme 

The formal opinion on the EMCDDA 2015 work programme was adopted by the Scientific Committee 
(Annex 4). 

IV. Contributions to the 2016–2018 work programme 

Paul Griffiths presented the preparatory work for the 2016–2018 EMCDDA strategy and work programme, 
explaining that a comprehensive consultation process took place and that the EMCDDA needs to be more 
focused on identifying the areas where it adds unique value for its different target groups and make even better 
use of its data. Under the umbrella statement of ‘contributing to a safer and healthier Europe’, the EMCDDA 
needs to provide more comparative analyses for informed discussion, act as a catalyst for translating evidence 
into best practice and further develop early warning and threat assessment mechanisms. A rolling prioritisation 
of different areas may be needed to be able to work within the current resource constraints. Publications should 
become even more web-based, with more emphasis on the evidence base and focused on easy country 
comparison. It is also necessary to improve the visibility and accessibility of the EMCDDA’s work among the 
scientific. An integrated data model that brings together the situation, the responses, best practice and drug 
policy needs to be worked on. 

Several members of the Scientific Committee suggested areas that could be addressed under this three-year 
work programme, such as: children and families of people who use drugs and studies on the life-course of drug 
use (Catherine Comiskey), assessment of supply reduction interventions and supply indicators (Letizia Paoli), 
contributions to the ICD-11 substance use disorders chapter (Gabrielle Fischer), further development of the 
database on new drugs (EDND) (Rainer Spanagel), further use of EMCDDA data by hosting PhD students and 
making the EMCDDA resources more known to the wider scientific community (Anne L. Bretteville-Jensen, 
Matthew Hickman, Fernando Rodriguez de Fonseca), commonalities between established and newer drugs 
and implications for monitoring (Paul Dargan), looking into trends and mega-trends (Dirk Korf), capacity 
development in different areas for different national focal points (Matthew Hickman).  

Maria Moreira explained that the EMCDDA is working both on the overall three-year strategy and the 2016 
work programme. Both draft documents will be made available to the Scientific Committee on the 31st of 
March. The Scientific Committee will be asked to adopt a formal opinion on the three-year strategy in the spring 
meeting and a formal opinion on the 2016 programme during the autumn meeting. 

V. Scientific Committee’s contribution to HDG’s Ann ual Dialogue on Research (action 46 of EUAP) 

Maria Moreira thanked everyone for their contributions. The proposed document (Annex 5) consists of three 
parts: 1) a list of the suggested research priorities; 2) a proposal for a mechanism to better coordinate 
information on research priorities; 3) annexes with additional information. Danilo Ballotta explained that this 
report is an assessment tool for an objective that is ambitious and very complex. The suggested mechanism for 
better coordinating research priorities may start an interesting and much needed discussion. The Scientific 
Committee members were asked to send any comments during the following two weeks. Maria Moreira will 
circulate an updated version of the document before it is submitted for the HDG’s Annual Dialogue on 
Research in November. 
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VI. Scientific Committee’s contribution to HDG on e valuating policies and interventions (action 47 of 
EUAP) (for discussion) 

Brice de Ruyver, Henri Bergeron, Letizia Paoli and Dirk Korf, who prepared the draft report (Annex 6), 
introduced it to the Scientific Committee. A discussion followed in which several members of the Scientific 
Committee made suggestions on the document. Brice de Ruyver suggested that the group will take comments 
sent until the end of October, revise the document and schedule it for discussion during the next spring 
meeting. 

VII. The role of the EMCDDA Scientific Committee (f or discussion) 

Maria Moreira summarised the presentation made by Paul Griffiths in spring 2014 on the different tasks for the 
EMCDDA (Annex 7). A restricted session then followed where the members of the Scientific Committee 
discussed their role and ways of making their work more efficient and productive. Suggestions stemming from 
this session will be discussed with EMCDDA senior staff and used to improve the work of the Scientific 
Committee. 

VIII. The EMCDDA Statistics Code of Practice and St atistical Bulletin (for discussion) 

André Noor presented the draft EMCDDA Statistics Code of Practice, developed under the Cross Unit Project 
on Quality Assurance (Annex 8). This code was adapted from the Eurostat model and is meant to formalise a 
set of already existing quality assurance procedures and general aspirations for further improvement of the 
handling of data at the EMCDDA. The code is intended for internal use but interest was expressed by some 
national focal points to adapt it. The Scientific Committee welcomed this initiative. Comments on this version 
can be sent until the end of September, after which the document needs to be finalised and submitted to the 
Executive Committee and then the Management Board. 

André Noor then presented the new Statistical Bulletin (http://www.emcdda.europa.eu/data/2014) and 
elaborated on further developments already planned for 2015. The Scientific Committee congratulated the 
EMCDDA on this project. 

IX. Risk assessment of new psychoactive substances (for discussion) 

Roumen Sedefov and Michael Evans Brown presented the current framework for the risk assessment of new 
psychoactive substances. They explained that the number of risk assessments and the pressure on the 
EMCDDA and on the Scientific Committee is increasing. For the last two risk assessments, the reports were 
finalised two weeks before the meeting, as requested by the Scientific Committee. Only one member of the 
Committee commented on these draft versions, so the Scientific Committee decided that this deadline will not 
be mandatory for the EMCDDA in the future. 

The Scientific Committee once again discussed about the lack of social/public health/epidemiological data and 
whether it was productive to ask members who are not experts in pharmacology to review the whole document 
and attend the whole session when they could not provide much input. It was suggested that for the next risk 
assessment, workgroups could be organised per area of expertise to comment on their own areas and then the 
whole group would discuss the final document. 

X. Paper award: feedback from 2014 edition and adju stments for future editions (for discussion) 

Maria Moreira presented the situation concerning the 2014 edition of the paper award (Annex 9). The EMCDDA 
received 70 nominations in total, out of which 64 were eligible. Four winners will be invited to a ceremony in 
Lisbon in November. Maria Moreira will send the draft list to the Scientific Committee before the end of the 
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week. The increased popularity and visibility of this initiative, matched by an increasing number of eligible 
articles, made it difficult for the EMCDDA to find volunteers to act as jury members. A few issues were also 
raised concerning a lack of reference on the procedure to the policy of competing interest on what concerns the 
rating of articles and Alexis Goosdeel commented on the possibility for the Scientific Committee to support 
scientific publishing in the neighbouring countries of the EU, which are also engaged in projects with the 
EMCDDA. 

It was agreed that Maria Moreira will revise the rules of procedure according to the comments and suggestions 
raised during the discussion. It was also suggested to start the call for nominations as early as possible and to 
reduce its deadline. This would make it possible that the shortlists are discussed during the spring meeting of 
the Scientific Committee and that the award ceremony can take place in the margins of the Addiction 
conference planned for September 2015. 

XI. Publications review guidelines 

Gerhard Bühringer left at this point and Anne Line Bretteville-Jensen chaired this session. 

Jane Mounteney very briefly presented on where the EMCDDA is concerning the process for reviewing 
publications, provided a list of upcoming publications and thanked the Committee on behalf of the scientific staff 
for their support in reviewing all major EMCDDA publications (Annex 10). She explained that the EMCDDA 
engages internal reviewers and external collaborators, depending on the publication. There are quality 
processes in place, but the review procedures are not the same as in a scientific journal. The Scientific 
Committee is asked for advice or assistance but it is not asked to take a decision on whether or not the 
document should be published. The EMCDDA will consider all comments and will aim to act on as many as 
possible, but not necessarily all. In the context of reviewing publications, the only formal task of the Scientific 
Committee is the review of the draft annual report (now known as European Drug Report: Trends and 
Developments), the rest is voluntary. The issues of anonymity of the reviewers and of having more information 
about the target group were raised.  

XII. AOB 

Rainer Spanagel stated for the minutes that in his opinion more time is needed to address each of the agenda 
items and asked the Chair to take this into account when preparing the agenda for future meetings. 

The Scientific Committee suggested having a longer meeting in spring to allow for a longer agenda (subject to 
budget availability). The Committee decided on the dates of 28–30 April (keeping 27 free in case a risk 
assessment is needed) for its 42nd meeting and on (4) 5–6 or (11) 12–13 November for its 43rd meeting. 
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