
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 
 
 
We have concerns about the collection of fees by EFSA to carry out the evaluation of authorisation 
dossiers for PPP active substances, within the framework of Directive 91/414/EEC. The plant 
protection industry already pays substantial fees to the rapporteur Member State (RMS) carrying out 
the detailed evaluation work, and in numerous cases, is also paying Member States for their 
participation in the EFSA peer review evaluation. 
 
In principle, we do not believe that industry should also be required to pay EFSA for the peer review of 
the evaluation. A peer review process, which includes both EFSA experts and those from 27 Member 
States, is a duplicative process and the costs should be covered by the regulatory authorities who 
believe that such an additional administrative step is necessary. 
 
In the consultation paper, the processes used by the EMEA are mentioned. For plant protection 
products, we have a similar fee system, which is levied directly by the RMS. The EMEA system does 
however provide a model for quality service, ensuring that industry is properly consulted and has a 
right to reply when new issues arise. 
 
For the evaluation of PPP active substances, this is not the case and as such, an improved system 
would need to be introduced before we would be able to consider any additional fees. Any change to 
the current fee collection system may be supported if it ensures more efficiency and better 
consultation - and if the fees are based on the quality of the work and the contribution to ensuring an 
efficient process. 
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