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General comments 

• FEFAC representing the EU compound feed and premixtures manufacturing 
industry would like to thank the EU Commission for giving the possibility to comment 
on the feasibility and advisability of presenting a legislative proposal enabling EFSA 
to receive fees for processing authorisation files.  

• In the feed sector, a pre-marketing scientific assessment involving EFSA is required 
for the placing on the market of feed additives (Regulation (EC) No 1831/2003). It 
must be noted that most of the workload for EFSA in relation to feed additives has to 
do with the re-evaluation of the 3,000 substances listed in the EU register. The 
authorisation of certain products used in animal nutrition (Directive 82/471/EEC), as 
well as of the intended uses of dietetic feeds (Directive 93/74/EEC), requires also a 
scientific evaluation but does not involve EFSA, although the situation may change 
in the next future as it is foreseen to review these two Directives in 2007. 

• FEFAC would like to stress that a significant proportion of these feed additives are 
essential to ensure public health (e.g. technological feed additives assuring stability 
and homogeneity of the compound feed) and/or animal welfare (nutritional feed 
additives such as trace element compounds) and can bring also significant benefit 
for the environment. FEFAC would like therefore to provide its opinion from a chain 
perspective. 

• FEFAC is of the opinion that charging fees would discourage innovation and affect 
the competitiveness of the EU livestock industry while of little benefit for the EU 
budget (see detailed answers hereafter). 

• For these reasons, FEFAC objects the proposal to levy fees for any applicant 
presenting a dossier for authorisation, renewal of authorisation and re-
evaluation of substances to EFSA under Regulation (EC) No 1831/2003 and 
Directive 82/471/EEC. 

 



 

Answer to Question 1. 
 
Are the factors listed [above] the most important ones for identifying the advantages 
and disadvantages of the two options? If not, indicate other essential factors. Which 
option do you prefer and why? 
 
This question is not relevant, taking into account our answer to question 2 below. 
 
 
Answer to Question 2. 
 
Which option do you prefer and why? If option 1 is chosen, what factor could, in your 
opinion, mitigate against the loss of this potential source of finance? 

• FEFAC prefers option 1, i.e. EFSA is not entitled to charge fees for processing 
authorisation files. 

• Most of the feed additives presently listed in the EU register are generic substances 
with a long history of use produced on a global scale. Substances protected by 
either a patent or a brand specific approval are the exception. The applicant for a 
generic substance would have to pay a fee, which his competitors would not have to 
pay. This is clearly a disincentive to innovation and could be regarded as 
anticompetitive. 

• The feed additives market is global so that operators on the global market may 
decide not to seek authorisation of their products on the EU market, while putting 
them on the market of third countries, thus putting EU operators in a 
disadvantageous situation. 

• Certain minor species, which might be the sole species for which an application for 
authorisation of a given additive could be presented (e.g. technological additives for 
specific feed such as milk replacers or fish feed) would be the most affected.   

• In order to overcome the above mentioned adverse impacts, any fee should be set 
at a low level, which raises the question of the potential benefit for EFSA if 
administrative costs are hardly or not covered. 

• The major objective of the establishment of EFSA was to restore confidence from 
EU consumers / citizens in the independency of the scientific advice as regards food 
related matters. Establishing a fee would affect the image of independency of EFSA, 
which is not suitable, whether vis-à-vis EU stakeholders and citizens or on the 
international scene.  
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