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Summary

The EMEA Workshop on the Requirements and Provision of Analytical Methods for Drug Residue
Control in Animal Products, which was held in association with the Pan European Regulatory Forum
(PERF) programme, was attended by experts from the Committee for Veterinary Medicinal Products
(CVMP) and its Safety Working Party (SWP), representatives from the European Commission,
National Reference Laboratories, Community Reference Laboratories and from Industry, as well as
from other Interested Parties. Representatives of the Collaboration Agreement of Drug Regulatory
Authorities in European Union Associated Countries (CADREAC), which include Central and Eastern
European (non EU) Countries, aso attended the meeting. The workshop was chaired by Dr. Ray
Heitzman.

The workshop provided for the first time the opportunity for al parties involved in analytica method
development and residues surveillance to meet and review together the procedure for provision of
appropriate analytical methods for surveillance of MRLS, to discuss proposals for streamlining the
development processes of such methods and to develop proposals for efficient procedures for the
future.

The workshop focused on three key areas for which an analysis was undertaken and recommendations
were made for future follow up and implementation. The main questions for discussion were:

1. How should analytica methods approved by the EMEA be made availability to the European
laboratories involved in residue surveillance?

2. What would be the appropriate and efficient development process for an analytica method for use
in residue surveillance?

3. Which performance criteria should an analytical method fulfil?

Following formal presentations in a morning plenary session in which the problems were identified
and possible solutions discussed, the workshop continued in the afternoon with discussions of the
specific issues identified in three smaller breakout groups each comprising experts from all the
different parties represented.

In the fina plenary session each chair presented a summary of the discussion in the breakout groups
which were consolidated with a series of conclusions and recommendations as presented below.
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Conclusions and Recommendations

1. How should analytical methods approved by EMEA be made available to the European
laboratoriesinvolved in residue surveillance?

It was agreed by all that the analytica methods provided by the applicants and approved by the
Committee for Veterinary Medicina Products (CVMP) should be available to both the Nationa and
Community Reference Laboratories (NRLs and CRLS) for use in regulatory residue surveillance. The
availability of the methods to the reference laboratories should however be further facilitated.

The new procedure established in Council Regulation (EC) No 1308/99, the most recent amendment
of Council Regulation (EEC) No 2377/90, in which the EMEA submits the methods to national
competent authorities after publication of an MRL in the Official Journal was considered satisfactory.
The appropriate national competent authorities will need to be nominated by the Member States. The
proposal of the EMEA to submit at the same time the methods to the appropriate CRLs as well was
welcomed.

The EMEA will establish an archive of the analytical methods approved by CVMP including those
previoudly assessed, which would be made available to national competent authorities and Community
Reference Laboratories in accordance with the provisions of Regulation 1308/99.

It was agreed that the methods should be clearly linked to the applicant, giving details of the contact
point in the company. Such information would facilitate the work of the laboratories when adapting
the methods to their needs. In case of changes of responsibilities, addresses etc., updates will be
provided by Industry.

A central repository for all analytical methods including adaptations and updates carried out by the
reference laboratories should be established at a point to be defined by the European Commission. The
meeting discussed whether the CRLs might be the appropriate central point. The role of the EMEA in
this information exchange system shall be confirmed.

The issue as to whether the analytical methods provided by applicants within their MRL application
were confidential was extensively and diversely debated. Commission representatives (DG SANCO)
and CRL representatives thought that the SPS agreement would necessitate that the anaytical methods
can be made available aso to third countries and could therefore not be treated as confidential.
However, it appears the current provisions of Council Directive 81/851/EEC and Regulation 2377/90
would consider the methods as proprietary intellectual information of applicants. This viewpoint was
stressed by Industry, in particular as MRLs are set for substances rather than products not providing
specific proprietary protection for products of the sponsor. While clarification on the legal situation on
this point by the Commission is required, it was the EMEA’s view that in the longer term the need for
full transparency would require that the methods are made publicly available. The possibility of an
amendment to the legidation providing better proprietary rights to sponsor companies would provide
protection to companies.

2. What would bethe appropriate and efficient development process for an analytical method
for usein residue surveillance?

An appropriate analytical method for monitoring of residues for the substance concerned needs to be
provided by the applicant when requesting the establishment of MRLs. Whether this could be the
method used in the residue studies, or another method more suited to the practical means for
surveillance purposes depends on the specific situation for each substance. Such methods must be
validated in accordance to Volume VI (future Volume 8) of the rules governing medicinal productsin
the EU.
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The development of screening methods or so-called multi-residue should be the responsibility of the
reference laboratories. Both reference laboratories and Industry agreed that communication with the
sponsor companies in this process is beneficial. Representatives of the CRLs and NRLSs stressed that
methods provided by the applicants would be a good starting point for the development of multi-
residue methods.

It was also a common understanding that the provision of additional key information obtained during
the development of the methods, such as eg. solvents tested, choice of extraction procedure or
reasoning for the development of a specific method, would be highly beneficia and would facilitate
the work of the laboratories. Such information was described as part of the Critical Analytical
Modules (CAMS).

Industry expressed willingness to provide free of charge standards of marker residues (parent
substances, metabolites) required for a specific method and whenever possible standard reference
materia in reasonable quantities to the laboratories. Regarding reference material it was stressed by
Industry that incurred tissues may often not be available due to limitations of their storage. It was
proposed that the co-ordination and storage would be best placed in the Commission. The meeting
recommended that for practical reasons the provision of standard materia should be made to the
CRLs, which should act as central distribution point for NRLs.

A better communication and co-operation between Industry and laboratories in the future found
general support.

One suggestion by the Commission (DG SANCO) was to involve the CRLs in the evauation the
analytical method within the MRL assessment procedure, in order to assess especialy the routine
applicability of the method.

It was noted that the current legidation does not include any such provisions and the formal
involvement would only be possible if Regulation 2377/90 was amended. As an alternative the
involvement of experts of a reference laboratory as part of the CVMP Rapporteur’s team for the
evaluation of an MRL application was discussed. The workshop noted these suggestions, which will
be brought to the attention of the CVMP for further consideration.

3. Which performance criteria should an analytical method fulfil?

Anaytical methods to be provided by applicants in the context of an MRL procedure must be
validated in accordance to Volume VI (future Volume 8) of the rules governing medicinal products in
the EU. Surveillance methods developed by the reference laboratories on the basis of MRL methods
for both screening and confirmation purposes will need to fulfil the validation criteria defined in
Commission Decision 93/256/EC (under revision).

The general agreement was that the requirements of Volume VI and Commission Decision 93/256/EC
arein general compatible. A harmonisation as far as possible and appropriate, including harmonisation
of terminology should be sought. The workshop recommended that a review of both sets of criteria
should be undertaken. It was however emphasised that not al performance criteria laid down in
Commission Decision 93/256 and its draft revision would be applicable to a method submitted with an
MRL application, e.g. inter-laboratory comparison, validation criteria for limit of detection It was
particularly pointed out that Commission Decision 93/256 is as well focussed on methods applicable
for the detection of forbidden and unauthorised substances. Commission representatives (DG
SANCO) as well as representatives from CRLs and NRLs, while supporting such harmonisation,
raised concern that such activity should not jeopardise the adoption of the revision of Commission
Decision 93/256/EC envisaged for the near future. These recommendations will be reported to CVMP.

Discussion of specific issues

Specific criteria on accuracy and precision would be addressed within the harmonisation exercise.
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The issue, whether full validation would be necessary for all target tissues was not concluded. One
breakout group considered that validation for all target tissues would not be required, but that
validation in one carcass tissue and in one offal tissue might be sufficient, while the other group,
which had addressed this point, concluded validation for all target tissues important in respect to
surveillance of imports from third countries.

In respect to the question, how the validation of the analytical methods for MRLs for skin and fat in
natural proportions in pigs and chicken should be carried out, the majority expressed the view that the
validation for the combined tissue “skin and fat in natural proportions’ would be required, rather than
Separate validation for skin and fat taking account of their natural proportions in the species
concerned.

Public EMEA/V/3362/00 15 February, 2000 Page 4/7
a4 EMEA 2000



LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

EMEA Workshop on the Requirements and Provision of Analytical Methods for Drug Residue
Control in Animal Products and 2" PERF Meeting

24 — 25 January 2000

Nominated experts by

CVMP/ISWP

BRANDTNER Martin Austria
VAN ARKENS Anja Denmark
HIRVI Timo Finland
DAGORN Michéle France
MALLICK Udo Germany
PSOMAS loannis Greece
BEECHINOR J. Gabridl Ireland
RAFTER Paul Ireland
KEUKENSH. J. Netherlands
HORSBERG Tor E. Norway
NUNES COSTA Jose Manuel  Portugal
ANADON Arturo Spain
GODFREY Miguel United Kingdom

National Reference
Laboratories (NRLS)

DEGROODT Jean-Marie Belgium
VAHL Martin Denmark
MORETAIN Jean Pierre France
GOUTA Effrosyny Greece
BRADY Bridin Ireland
MACRI Agostino Italy
HEMMERSBACH Peter Norway
CRUZ MariaClara Portugal
REUVERS Thea Spain
OSTERDAHL Bengt-Géran ~ Sweden
Mc EVOY John United Kingdom

Community Reference
Laboratories (CRLS)

CAROLI Sergio Italy
GOWIK Petra Germany
SANDERS Pasca France
STEPHANY Rainer Netherlands

European Commission

ANKLAM Elke

JULICHER Bernd

SERRATOSA VILAGELIU Jorge
VALENTIN Laurent

Public EMEA/V/3362/00 15 February, 2000 Page 5/7
a4 EMEA 2000



EMEA

JONES Peter

GREIN Korndlia
DUARTE lsaura
FREISCHEM Barbara
JOHNSSON Hékan
ANNUS Medlis

Industry

CLAYTON Rick
FERGUSON Edward
GOTTSCHALL D.
HARRIS G.
HARTMANN M.
HEUKAMP U.
HOESTERMANN M.
KREBBER R.
PARKER R.

PAYNE L.

RICHEZ Pascal

VAN LEEMPUT Leo
WERNER, Andreas
WOODWARD Kevin
ZANKER Susanne

CEECs

DONEV Boris
KIRQV Kiril
BILLOVA V.
HERA Alfred
AASMAE Birgit
MINJAEV M.
ABDELLAH E.
CZAKO Klara
VILANS J.
DRULIA P.
MATUSEVICIUSA.

SZTABINSKA-KONCKA H.
URBANEK-KARLOWSK B.

BOTHA Vasile
EFTIMIE Virgil
HEDEROVA Judita
STASKOVA Janka

Public EMEA/V/3362/00

FEDESA
FEDESA
FEDESA
FEDESA
FEDESA
FEDESA
FEDESA
FEDESA
FEDESA
FEDESA
DataVet
FEDESA
Bremer Pharma
FEDESA
FEDESA

Bulgaria
Bulgaria

Czech Republic
Czech Republic
Estonia

Estonia
Hungary
Hungary

Latvia
Lithuania
Lithuania
Poland

Poland
Romania
Romania
Slovak Republic
Slovak Republik

15 February, 2000
4 EMEA 2000

Page 6/7



Others

HEITZMAN Ray (Chair)
ANDRE Francois France (Speaker)
FLETOURIS Dimitrios Greece
LUMLEY lan United Kingdom
PETERS Melanie Netherlands
SPIESER Jean Marc Council of Europe
Public EMEA/V/3362/00 15 February, 2000 Page 7/7

a EMEA 2000



