
 
 
Comments on the consultation paper on the feasibility and advisability of 
presenting a legislative proposal enabling the EFSA to receive fees for processing 
authorisation files 
   
 
Please see below answers to questions 4.3 and 5.3 of the consultation paper on the feasibility and 
advisability of presenting a legislative proposal enabling the EFSA to receive fees for processing 
authorisation files 
    
 
Answer to question 4.3 
 
The factors listed are the most essential for identifying the advantages and disadvantages of the two 
options. We are in favour of the first option because it’s simpler and fairer. We think that those who submit 
files for authorisation are those who expect to profit economically from the authorisation.  
 
Answer to question 5.3 
 
We prefer the second opinion because fees will result in highly professional quality criteria for services 
rendered. Such criteria may provide a strong and permanent incentive to scientific excellence. There may 
therefore be better and faster assessment of innovative products, in many cases offering a higher 
standard of health and environment protection. Another reason for our choice is because it will enhance 
opportunities for cooperation and synergy between EFSA and the national agencies. Finally fees would 
help prevent the submission of ill prepared files and minimise the lost of time and money. 
 
The factors that would be most appropriate to mitigate the disadvantages of our choice are the following: 
 
The risk of perceived reduction in the independence of EFSA’s scientific opinions can be overcome by 
reinforcement of the guaranties that already exist. Since public funding will remain the major component it 
will prevent EFSA’s independence and the stability of the budget. The compulsory publication of scientific 
opinions, including the minority opinions expressed, and the public meetings of the EFSA management 
board is a very important issue, we believe that there should be the right for private or public bodies to 
criticise or appeal to the EFSA’s managing board should they have solid scientific evidence that the 
scientific opinion given by the experts was wrong. 
 
The profit that the companies will have by gaining access to the market of 25 Member States is much 
more compared to their additional costs. The extra cost may not necessarily undermine their 
competitiveness on the contrary the improvement of the product dew to the authorisation may increase 
their competitiveness. Fees may also be tax deductible.  
 
The uncertainty of the number of files that will be assessed from year to year cannot be overcome that is 
the reason why there should not be any reduction of public funding. It’s expected that by the introduction 
of any fee system will reduce the number of applications for assessment that exist today. If on the other 
hand there is no decrease of applications there will always be the need of employment of new scientific 
personnel to carry out the work especially when there will be the need of answering within a limited time.   
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