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Participants 

 Network Representatives of Member States (including EFTA 

Countries): 

Country  Name  

Austria  Sylvia BLUEMEL 

Belgium  Kristien BRAEKEN 

Bulgaria  Irena BOGOEVA 

Cyprus  Anthemis MELIFRONIDOU 

Croatia Dario IVIC 

Czech Republic  Vaclav STESJSKAL 

Denmark  Jørgen Søgaard HANSEN 

Estonia  Mart KINKAR 

Finland  Matti PUOLIMATKA 

France  Nathalie VIGUERIE 

Germany  Jens-Georg UNGER 

Greece  Athanassios LANGKOURANIS 

Hungary  Gábor SZALKAI 

Ireland  Oliver MCEVOY 

Italy  Bruno Caio FARAGLIA 

Latvia  Līga GRIŠĀNE 

Lithuania  Silvija PUPELIENE 

Luxembourg  Monique FABER-DECKER 

Malta  Marica GATT 

Netherlands  Dirk-Jan VAN DER GAAG 

Poland  Witold KARNKOWSKI 

Portugal  Ana Paula CRUZ DE CARVALHO 

Romania  Aura DOROFTEI 

Slovakia  Martin PASTIRCAK 

Slovenia  Anita BENKO BELOGLAVEC 

Spain  Gerardo SÁNCHEZ PEÑA 

Sweden Kristof CAPIEAU 
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 Hearing Experts  

- Nick BERKVENS 

 
 European Commission: 

- Harry ARIJS (DG SANTE), Steven JONES 

 
 EFSA:  

- ALPHA Unit Gabor HOLLO, Virag KERTESZ, Maria Rosaria MANNINO, 

Giuseppe STANCANELLI (Chair), Sybren VOS 

- AMU Unit Olaf MOSBACH-SCHULZ  

 
1. Welcome and apologies for absence 

The Chair welcomed the participants.  

Apologies were received from Irena BOGOEVA (Bulgaria), Anthemis 

MELIFRONIDOU (Cyprus), Vaclav STESJSKAL (Czech Republic), Jón 
GUÐMUNDSSON (Iceland), Bruno Caio FARAGLIA (Italy), Monique FABER-

DECKER (Luxembourg), Marica GATT (Malta), Ana Paula CRUZ DE CARVALHO 
(Portugal) and Aura DOROFTEI Romania, as well as from Alfred KLAY 
Switzerland (observer). 

 
2. Adoption of agenda 

The agenda was adopted without changes. 

 

3. Declarations on Interest 

In accordance with EFSA’s Policy on Independence and Scientific Decision-
Making Processes and the Decision of the Executive Director on Declarations of 

Interest, EFSA screened the Annual Declaration of Interest filled in by the 
Network members invited for the present meeting. No Conflicts of Interest 
related to the issues discussed in this meeting have been identified during the 

screening process or at the Oral Declaration of Interest at the beginning of this 
meeting. 

 

4. Agreement of the minutes of the previous meeting  

The minutes of the 9th meeting of the Network were agreed by written procedure 

on 08 June 2016. 

 

  

United Kingdom  Richard MCINTOSH 

Iceland Jón GUÐMUNDSSON 

Norway Elin THINGNAES  

Switzerland Alfred KLAY 
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Topics for discussion 

 

5. EFSA Activities 

5.1.  Apple pest database 

EFSA has been requested for scientific and technical assistance on a pilot project 
to gather information on pests and diseases of apple fruit (Malus domestica) in 

the EU.  

The main objectives of this work are  

- to assist Member States in gaining access to third countries' markets by a 
harmonised EU approach in gathering information on plant pests occurring in 
the EU and providing to the third countries the necessary technical and 

biological information for pest risk analyses (Article VIII.1 of the IPPC 
Convention) 

- to achieve recognition of the EU entity with the goal of setting quarantine 
pest lists applicable to the EU and harmonised import conditions for EU 
products 

- to promote the establishment of IPPC world standards for plant commodities. 

In the terms of reference EFSA is specifically requested to collect data and 

information on the pests and diseases of apple fruit present in the EU, by setting 
up a database structure. For improving the database already presented to the 

network during the 9th Network meeting, a new data model has been developed 
and presented. The different data sections – pest, host, vector, occurrence, 
impact and control- were included in a relational data model and clarified.  

DistillerSR is tested to be used as the interface for data extraction. 

The Austrian representative clarified that in the context of a procurement the 

prototype of the database was tested and that some difficulties were 
encountered during this process mainly in relation to the time and geographical 
coverages of the literature searches.  

The German representative asked to clarify the pest information and format the 
export country should communicate to the third country. EFSA replied that the 

database is modular and flexible, it can address the specific questions of a third 
country and address at the same time the questions raised by the risk assessors 
in the EU. Moreover, the data reports can be generated on the basis of the 

specific request (by EFSA data manager colleagues). The pests that are 
widespread in the six continents are excluded from the data collection. 

The EPPO representative mentioned a similar ongoing project from the JKI for 
apple pests outside the EU. EFSA is aware of this project and indicated that a 
meeting has been organised with them. In this context the Slovenian 

representative expressed the need to develop a common database. 

 

5.2. Update on EFSA plant health activities 

After providing an overview of its current activities related to Xylella fastidiosa, 
Phyllosticta citricarpa and flumioxazin, EFSA presented the ongoing risk 

assessments using the quantitative methodology under development (i.e. 
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Flavescence Dorée Phytoplasma; Ditylenchus destructor; Ceratocystis platani; 

Cryphonectria parasitica). 

Also the procurement projects on media monitoring in plant health and 

quantitative pathway analysis on food and non-food commodities were briefly 
presented. 

Regarding the mandate on flumioxazin, the request for scientific assistance was 

addressed to the EFSA ALPHA Unit and not the EFSA Plant Health Panel, and it 
was clarified that the objective was to explore the opportunity of approving this 

substance by way of the derogation provided under the article 4.7 of the 
Regulation (EU) 1107/2009. In fact, this article gives the possibility of approving 
substances for a period not exceeding five years even if they do not fulfil criteria 

stated in article 4.1 and set out in point 3 of Annex II of the same Regulation. 
This derogation is however possible only for substances necessary to control 

serious danger to plant health which cannot be contained by other available 
means.  

The United Kingdom representative indicated the importance of this work in the 

context of the new plant health legislation considering that in contingency plans 
the availability of chemicals will be addressed. Therefore it is necessary for EFSA 

to allocate resource to this activity. EFSA replied that at present two persons are 
involved in the new topic and that the expectation is to address two or three 

dossier of this nature per year. 

 

5.3. Introduction to Plant Health crisis exercise 

In order to fully address the increased risks for plants and plant materials, the 
future new plant health regime will focus on prevention and prioritisation of 

threats and implementation of better instruments for controlling the presence 
and natural spread of pests. With this objective, the future Plant Health 
Regulation will require a strengthening of the surveillance and the establishment 

of contingency plans concerning priority quarantine pests.  
The crisis training strategy developed by EFSA fits in this scenario. Since 2012, 

EFSA organised five modules of training with the objective of improving the 
interactions between EFSA, Member states, European Commission and sister 
agencies to address urgent issues in the field of food and feed.  

This activity will be enlarged to plant health issues with the objective of 
exchanging experiences, promoting scientific cooperation and developing 

capacity on methodology for data collection and reporting during outbreak 
investigations.  
The Plant Health Crisis Exercise, scheduled on the beginning of 2017, will gather 

participants from Member states of the same region (South Europe), more 
probably involved in the same crisis, and representatives of the European 

Commission (EC), EPPO and stakeholders. 
 
The Member States fully supported this initiative. Germany indicated the 

importance to perform the exercise with their direct neighbouring countries and 
that the regional perspective was not sufficient. It was also clearly indicated that 

this activity should be developed in collaboration with existing initiatives 
organised in particular by EPPO and the Better Training for Safer Food. 
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6. Member State presentations 

6.1. HARMVECT - a simulation-based tool for pathway risk maps of 
arthropods threatening the food safety in Belgium 

Nick Berkvens from the Crop Protection Unit - Entomology , of the Institute for 
Agricultural and Fisheries Research (ILVO)presented the Harmvect tool. This tool 
was developed for simulating the introduction of an arthropod into Belgium via 

all its potential introduction pathways. On the basis of these simulations, risk 
indices are calculated where the propagule pressure is used as the risk 

parameter. These risk indices are used to generate a pathway risk maps 
describing the introduction risks for a specific arthropod into Belgium.  

 

6.2. Official surveys on plant pests in Croatia 2015 – 2016: New 
approach following Regulation (EU) 652/2014 

The survey organisation in Croatia was presented by the Croatian 
representative. In 2015 all priority pests were included in the National pest 
surveillance plan. The surveillance of these pests was presented. The substantial 

increase of the surveillance effort in Croatia was shown and related to the 
possibility of co-financing plant health surveys, established by Regulation (EU) 

No 652/2014. The presenter also mentioned the positive effect to agriculture 
and forestry within the European Union of the co-financing. In addition he 

concluded that, in the future, survey priorities should be defined on the basis of 
scientifically sound pest risk analysis. 

The German representative stressed the importance for defining the priority 

pests to be surveyed and for making available a data repository. 
The European Commission representative indicated that the EU surveillance 

programme needs to grow and that the provision of a multiannual surveillance 
programme is an obligation. He also stressed that the technical data obtained 
through surveillance will be made available for risk assessment purposes. 

 

7. Workshop on new methodology for pest risk assessment 

7.1. Presentation of the new methodology  

EFSA presented its new methodology for performing quantitative pest risk 
assessment. This new approach is still under development and is currently being 

applied in four different pilot cases: Risk assessment for the EU territory for 
Ditylenchus destructor, Grapevine Flavescence dorée, Ceratocystis platani and 

Cryphonectria parasitica. 

The new method is articulated around three pillars: 

- Pillar 1 it is an adaptive approach; 

- Pillar 2 it is a mechanistic and population based approach where the risk 
reduction effect of measures are integrated all along the risk assessment 

process; 

- Pillar 3 it is a quantitative approach based on multiplication factors, quantile 
distributions and aggregation of probabilities. 
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This risk assessment method under development is based on scenario analyses 

and: 

- provides increased transparency of the RA process;  

- allows to perform a conditional risk assessment (part of it); 

- identifies clearly the factors increasing the risk; 

- enables a fit for purpose advice allowing for the analysis of more targeted 

choices of RROs, directly fitting into the RA. 

In this new approach for risk assessment the risk managers and risk assessors 

interactions are essential for ensuring a proper description of scenarios under 
scrutiny (DG Santé; PAFF, Annexes Working Groups) for providing access to data 
from Member States (e.g survey data) and for specific interactions during the 

risk assessment (DG Santé; Annexes Working Groups). 

In the context of the development of the risk assessment to be delivered by May 

2017, the Network members were kindly asked to anticipate the data of the pest 
surveys carried out in 2016 in particular for Eotetranychus lewisi, Diaporthe 
vaccinii and Radopholus similis.   

 

7.2. Break-out sessions 

Following the general presentations on the new methodology, the participants 
were split into three groups to discuss specific part of the new methodology in 

smaller groups based on a specific case study: 

- Break out session 1: Ceratocystis platani and risk assessment scenarios. 
The main objective was the development of a risk assessment scenario showing 

the importance of each of its components for performing the risk assessment. 

- Break out session 2: Eotetranychus lewisi and Risk reduction options for Entry 

The main objective was the systematic identification of control measures for 
each Entry sub-step of the risk assessment using the Excel tool. 

- Break out session 3: Tilletia indica and entry quantification. 

The main objective was to estimate a parameter of the quantitative pathway 
model for entry of Tilletia indica into the EU territory by running an expert 

elicitation method. 

 

7.3. Discussions 

The breakout sessions were followed by a plenary discussion where specific 
questions on the new approach were clarified.  

In particular, Member states asked questions with regards to the need to clearly 
define the scenarios in terms of the pathways, scales and units.  

Also the risk reduction options were discussed and it was mentioned that already 

accepted terminology should be used. EFSA clarified that the assessment of the 
feasibility of the measures is not within its remit, in particular with regards to 

ethical, economic and social considerations. In the analyses of the measures 
EFSA would restrict its work to listing the technical limitations for the 
implementation of measures. 
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Regarding the expert elicitation, EPPO indicated that this method is already 

being used in the EPPO expert groups.  

For performing rapid risk assessments, EFSA indicated that a modular approach 

is possible, as the full risk assessment scheme cannot be used. 

 

8. Miscellaneous 

8.1. Network meeting dates and venue in 2016 

The next Network meeting (11th PLH Network meeting) will take place in Parma 

on 14 December 2016 14.00-18.00 and 15 December 2016 (09.00-13.00).  

The meeting will take place in Parma following EFSA-EPPO Conference on 
Modelling for Pest Risk Assessment held in Parma on 12-14 December 2016 in 

Parma.  

8.2. Any other business 

Participants were asked to suggest topics of their interest that could be 
discussed in the next network meeting. 

The German representative suggested to explore the impact on EFSA activities 

of the entry into force of the new plant health regime at the end of 2016. 

 

9. Closure of the meeting  

The Chair closed the meeting. 
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