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Food and Feed Safety Omnibus: Reducing the 

Administrative Burden for Member States 

 

Innovation must be enabled by design: The Omnibus is a timely opportunity to streamline Regulation (EC) 

No 1107/2009 so farmers can maintain access to a resilient toolbox while the EU upholds its high safety 

standards. 

Unlimited approvals with targeted oversight can free capacity for innovation: Moving away from routine, 

full-dossier renewals would allow Member States and EFSA to focus resources on assessing new 

substances and conducting targeted reviews where genuine concerns arise. 

Avoid re-creating burden at product level: A fixed 15-year renewal cycle for products risks undermining 

simplification by adding workload and unpredictability; product reviews should be aligned with the targeted 

oversight of their active substances. 

Make implementation workable and predictable: New guidance should be developed with feasibility 

checks and applied non-retroactively, so requirements are clear, consistent and deliver faster access to 

innovation in practice. 

 

Background 

On 16 December 2025, the European Commission presented the Food & Feed Safety Omnibus proposal, 

including revisions to the practical functioning of Regulation (EC) No 1107/2009. The proposal aims to reduce 

administrative burden for Member States while safeguarding high safety standards. If implemented effectively, 

it can help unlock regulatory capacity for the evaluation of innovative active substances and plant protection 

products. 

 

The need for reform is clear: the farmers’ toolbox is depleting (89 crop protection solutions lost in the past 6.5 

years) and the authorisation system remains slow, with multi-year delays affecting a significant share of 

renewals and contributing to bottlenecks for new products.  

 

Unlimited approvals for a continuous and targeted oversight of active substances (Art 14; 18; 18a; 19) 

A significant share of Member State capacity is currently absorbed by the systematic renewal of active 

substance approvals, followed by the renewals of product authorisations, including for substances with long 

histories of safe use. This recurring workload contributes to delays in evaluating and authorising products 

containing new active substances, including innovations designed to meet increasingly stringent requirements 

and to deliver improved environmental and human health profiles.  

 

The proposal introduces unlimited approvals for most active substances (with exceptions such as candidates 

for substitution and those approved under Article 4(7)), shifting away from the requirement for resource-

intensive evaluations towards continuous oversight supported by targeted review tools. This can improve 

predictability for farmers’ crop protection strategies and help reallocate regulatory resources towards the 

assessment of new solutions, while ensuring the highest safety standards. 

 

To ensure the new model delivers genuine simplification, full renewal should remain an exceptional measure, 

used only under specific and justified circumstances. Triggers for a full review should be based on scientific 

evidence indicating potential concerns, so the system does not revert in practice to the current full dossier 
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approach and lose the intended efficiency gains. In normal circumstances, high levels of protection should 

instead be delivered through targeted assessments focusing exclusively on new, relevant data or information, 

such as recently generated studies or updates in technical and scientific guidance, which may materially affect 

the risk assessment and/or bring to light a potential concern in terms of environment or human safety. This 

approach is consistent with the original intent of Regulation 1107/2009 and with the principle of concentrating 

the evaluation on new and relevant elements.  

 

Targeted assessment (“Data call-in") 

At present, re-assessment can require revisiting data that have already been reviewed and verified under 

Regulation 1107/2009, creating a burdensome and duplicative process. The proposal’s targeted assessment 

(“data call-in”) approach is intended to verify whether an approval remains justified through periodic, scoped 

reviews, reflecting the fact that scientific knowledge and guidance evolve over time while keeping regulatory 

effort focused on issues of genuine relevance. By setting out a work programme that clearly defines the scope 

of the reassessment, applicable data requirements and relevant guidance documents, the proposal provides 

transparency and predictability for both applicants and Member States. This type of targeted review is also 

used in other OECD jurisdictions and can support a more agile allocation of regulatory effort without 

compromising safety standards.  

 

However, the benefits of this approach risk being undermined if a fixed 15-year renewal cycle is maintained 

for products at Member State level, disconnected from the review of active substances. Retaining such a 

requirement would sustain a substantial workload and partially offset the efficiency gains of unlimited approvals 

and targeted reassessment. Product reviews should instead be aligned with the review of their active 

substances, so regulatory resources focus on new information, updated guidance and real risk drivers, rather 

than routine cycles that duplicate effort. 

 

Latest scientific and technical knowledge 

Experience shows that Member States apply guidance documents, data requirements and endpoints 

differently, and there is no shared understanding of what qualifies as “new” scientific knowledge. This can lead 

to inconsistent expectations, unpredictable information requests and variable timelines for applicants, even 

where products and uses are comparable. 

 

CropLife Europe supports clarification that assessments should be based on the guidance available at the 

time of application, the most recent EU-level assessment and relevant EU-agreed endpoints. A more aligned 

interpretation of “current scientific and technical knowledge” during product evaluations would support 

consistent risk assessments, reduce avoidable duplication, and improve predictability of access to plant 

protection products across the EU. 

 


