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Subject: PlasticsEurope comments on the EFSA Consultation Paper on the 
Feasibility and Advisability of Presenting a Legislative Proposal Enabling the 
European Food Safety Authority (EFSA) to Receive Fees for Processing 
Authorisation Files 

PlasticsEurope represents the plastics manufacturers in Europe. The association has 
more than 60 member companies, producing over 90% of polymers across the EU 
27 member states plus Croatia, Norway, Switzerland and Turkey. The plastics chain 
in Europe - including converters and machinery manufacturers - employs over 1.6 
million people. The combined turnover of our industry is in excess of 160 billion euro 
per annum. PlasticsEurope operates from six decentralized offices: one in Brussels 
and five regional centres located in France, Germany, Italy, Spain and the UK. 

PlasticsEurope would like to comment on the Consultation Paper’s question 
regarding the advantages and disadvantages of charging fees “Which option do you 
prefer, and why”.   

Our preference goes to Option 1, i.e. no charge fees for processing files. 

 We wish to emphasize that “positive listing” for food-contact substances (monomers 
and additives used in the manufacturing of a food contact plastic, under EU Directive 
2002/72/EC (as amended) are generic, not proprietary to the company that filed the 
submission. In other words, the company filing the submission would support the cost 
for the dossier consolidation - including toxicity/migration data- and the EFSA fees 
without getting the full benefit of the investment because of the generic nature of the 
EFSA evaluations 

We believe that any potential benefit from EFSA’s financing by industry will be 
outweighed by the risks that adopting a user fee system will have an adverse impact 
on the current recognition of the independence of EFSA’s scientific opinions, and on 
the development and clearance of new products that can be beneficial to the public.  
The trust in the EFSA scientific opinions by the public is priority one. 

Should EFSA however decide to charge fees for processing authorization files for 
food contact dossiers (currently plastics, but at a later stage also for coatings, paper 
and other food contact materials under Regulation (EC)1935/2004, the plastics 
industry would like to see a number of improvements to the current system: 

o Extension of food contact approvals to approvals for plastic materials for 
drinking water applications.  Current practice in a number of EU Member 



 

 
 
 
 

States is to adopt EU positive listing (based on EFSA approvals) for drinking 
water applications 

o An authorization, for which a company pays a fee to be processed by EFSA, 
shall be propriety to that company. This will also provide a control on the use 
in the market and ultimate exposure.  

o When another company intends to use the same substance there should be a 
process of data sharing and compensation for the initial costs. 

o  Fees for the evaluation of a dossier shall be related to the size of the dossier.   

o Establish a process of scientific consultations to be held between EFSA and 
petitioners at administrative acceptance level (AAP) in order to avoid 
unnecessary testing and related cost (minimize animal testing).   

o We should like to see an increase of the number of experts reviewing the 
petitions, which should result in a speedier evaluation of food contact dossiers. 

 

Sincerely 

 
 

 

 
Anne-Marie Hamelton 
Plastics & Consumer Affairs 


