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MINUTES OF THE 11TH PLENARY MEETING 
OF THE EFSA SCIENTIFIC PANEL ON PLANT HEALTH 

HELD IN PARMA ON 20-21 FEBRUARY 2008 
 

(ADOPTED IN WRITTEN PROCEDURE ON 31 MARCH 2008) 
 

# AGENDA PAGE 

1. Welcome, apologies for absence 3 

2. Adoption of the agenda 3 

3. Declarations of interests 3 

4. Adoption of the minutes of 10th Plenary meeting 3 

5. Strengthening the Knowledge-Based Bio-Economy - The EU support to 
(plant health) research: ongoing activities and roadmap for the future 
(presentation from DG RTD) 

3 

6. Report on the status of the opinions on French PRAs and outcome of 
consistency review 4 

7. Presentation and discussion of draft opinions on PRAs made by France on 
organisms which are considered by France as harmful in 4 French 
overseas departments, i.e. Guadeloupe, Guyana, Martinique and Reunion: 

“Full PRAs” 

• Mycosphaerella fijiensis 

• Panonychus citri 

• Hop stunt viroid (HSVd-c) 

• Citrus exocortis viroid (CEVd) 

• Banana bract mosaic virus (BBrMV) 

 “Simplified PRAs” 

• Erionota thrax 

• Citrus chlorotic dwarf virus (CCDV) 

• Citrus yellow mosaic virus (CYMV) 

• Ralstonia sp. (blood disease bacterium)  

• Odoiporus longicollis 

4 
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8. Discussion of the proposal for procedure for evaluation of pest risk 
assessments 5 

9. Miscellaneous 6 

 

 

PARTICIPANTS 

Members of the PLH Panel 

David CAFFIER, Patrick DE CLERCQ, Erzsébet DORMANNSNÉ SIMON, Olia Evtimova 
KARADJOVA, Gábor LÖVEI, Charles MANCEAU, Luisa MANICI, Alfons OUDE LANSINK, 
Dionyssios PERDIKIS, Angelo PORTA PUGLIA, Jan SCHANS, Anita STRÖMBERG, Kari 
TIILIKKALA, Johan Coert VAN LENTEREN, Irene VLOUTOGLOU  
Ad hoc experts 

Maria KÖLBER, Stephan WINTER, Matilde TESSITORI 

Apologies 

Richard BAKER, James William CHOISEUL, Bärbel GEROWITT, David MAKOWSKI, Gritta 
SCHRADER, Robert STEFFEK (both days), David CAFFIER, and Erzsébet DORMANNSNÉ 
SIMON (first day only) 

European Commission (DG SANCO) 

Harry ARIJS, Jean-François MALJEAN, Michael WALSH 

EFSA 

Elzbieta CEGLARSKA, Sharon CHEEK, Giuseppe STANCANELLI, Sara TRAMONTINI, Anna 
CAMPANINI, Ann DE BLOCK 

 

1. WELCOME, APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

The Panel’s Chair welcomed the panel members, the Commission observers and the presenter 
from DG RTD. 

Apologies were received from Richard BAKER, James William CHOISEUL, Bärbel GEROWITT, 
David MAKOWSKI, Gritta SCHRADER, Robert STEFFEK (both days), David CAFFIER, and 
Erzsébet DORMANNSNÉ SIMON (first day only). 

2. ADOPTION OF THE DRAFT AGENDA 
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The agenda was adopted. The discussion of the opinion on Erionota thrax was postponed to 
next plenary because of the absence of the rapporteur. 

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTERESTS 

No conflicts of interest were reported. 

4. ADOPTION OF THE MINUTES OF 10TH PLENARY MEETING 

The minutes of the 10th plenary meeting will follow the adoption in written procedure. 

5. STRENGTHENING THE KNOWLEDGE-BASED BIO-ECONOMY - THE EU SUPPORT TO 

(PLANT HEALTH) RESEARCH: ONGOING ACTIVITIES AND ROADMAP FOR THE FUTURE 

A presentation was given by a representative of the European Commission Research Directorate 
General (DG RTD) on the European Research Programmes in support of plant health. The mission 
of this directorate is to promote and financially support the scientific activities in the Member States 
and to communicate about it. The main specific programmes are: (1) Cooperation (collaborative 
research), (2) Ideas (frontier research), (3) People (human potential) and (4) Capacities (research 
capacity). The collaborative research is founded on 10 themes and one of them, namely the “Food, 
Agriculture, Fisheries and Biotechnology”, provides room for research on plant health. The recent 
FP7 (7th Framework Programme) related to plant health and plant protection are: BIOEXPLOIT 
(Exploitation of natural plant biodiversity for the pesticide-free production of food), ENDURE 
(European Network for the Durable Exploitation of crop protection strategies), EUPHRESCO ERA-
NET (European Phytosanitary Research Coordination), PRATIQUE (Development of more efficient 
risk analysis techniques for pests and pathogens of phytosanitary concern), SHARCO (Containment 
of Sharka virus in view of EU-expansion), TEAMPEST (External costs of pesticides), EUPHOROS 
(Efficient use of input in protected horticulture). 

A call for the “Development of new diagnostic methods in support of plant health policy” has 
recently been closed.  A new call on “Detection methods for quarantine pests” is expected in 
September-October 2008. 

There was common agreement about the reciprocal interest to keep a living contact between PLH 
Panel and DG RTD. 

EFSA has been following EUPHRESCO and ENDURE and will be involved in PRATIQUE. 

6. DISCUSSION OF THE PROPOSAL FOR PROCEDURE FOR EVALUATION OF PEST RISK 

ASSESSMENTS 

Proposal for practical solutions was made by a Panel member to enhance the evaluation process 
of PRAs, to be discussed and agreed by the Panel members before starting with a new set of PRAs. 
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The proposal regarded to the following issues: (i) before starting with a new set of PRAs, the Panel 
would first decide on the format to be used for the opinions and that the format should remain 
unchanged over the entire exercise; (ii) the process of evaluation of future PRAs should follow the 
Evaluation Guideline as soon as available; (iii) only final draft opinions should be submitted to the 
plenary meeting following full agreement in the working group on the contents and the conclusions 
(iv); the draft opinions should be presented at the plenary in a concise way, summarising the main 
conclusions, with the aim also to obtain comments from other working groups and to discuss the 
remaining major issues; (v) for each final draft opinion two panel members not belonging to the 
working group involved in the production of the opinion should be appointed who will carefully 
review the draft opinion; (vi) final draft opinions should be circulated to the Panel members at least a 
week before the meeting.  

The Panel positively commented the proposal. Importance of distinguishing between the revision of 
the format, and the modifications of the contents of an opinion was emphasised.  The latter was 
perceived as fundamental process that has to be discussed during the meetings. Cosmetic changes 
contributing to the aesthetic appearance of the opinion should be allowed at the latest stage of 
preparation of the opinion for publication. The panel also stressed that the plenary meeting is the 
only platform for discussion of problems (including those technical as well) of the drafting process 
of an opinion. Extranet, although perceived somehow problematic, was considered useful to improve 
communication within the Panel. It was suggested to write down a list of the main problems the 
Panel members encounter when using the Extranet to be shared with the EFSA IT services. 

The EFSA secretariat welcomed the proposal. It was emphasised that one of the aims of the self-
tasking activity related to development of guidance document for evaluation of pest risk assessments 
was addressing the effectiveness of the Panels’ outputs. EFSA is committed to provide the best 
possible support for the Panel to deliver the highest possible quality of the opinions. With regard to 
the item (v) the EFSA services warmly welcomed this initiative, which directly corresponds to the 
policy on self-review. 

7. REPORT ON THE STATUS OF THE OPINIONS ON FRENCH PRAS AND OUTCOME OF 

CONSISTENCY REVIEW 

The Panel Scientific Secretariat gave a picture of the state of the art of the 30 opinions. The 
Panel agreed on the realistic possibility to conclude the mandate on time having next plenary as the 
last one to deliver the opinions on the first batch of the French PRAs. The Panel approved the 
appointment of an additional ad hoc expert to assist the WG Fungi with finalisation of the opinions 
on banana fungal diseases.  

The Panel Chair reported on the results of the consistency review. As the outcome two more specific 
templates addressing specificities of the two crops (i.e. citrus and banana) were suggested. The 
review found important to have inserted into the opinion a paragraph on the regulatory status of the 
pest and the different pathways. It was proposed that within the section on environmental impacts the 
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consequences for the ecosystem services1 (for instance detoxification, pollination, biological control) 
be addressed in the future opinions. The formulation of the “Conclusions and recommendations” 
chapter was discussed. The formulation “Therefore, the Panel concludes that [the organism] is [or is 
not] potentially eligible for addition to the list of harmful organisms of Directive 2000/29 EC” was 
considered a conflictive problem related to the original formulation of the request. 

8. PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION OF DRAFT OPINIONS ON PRAS MADE BY FRANCE ON 

ORGANISMS WHICH ARE CONSIDERED BY FRANCE AS HARMFUL IN 4 FRENCH 

OVERSEAS DEPARTMENTS, I.E. GUADELOUPE, GUYANA, MARTINIQUE AND REUNION  

EFSA was requested to provide a scientific opinion on 30 PRAs made by France on organisms 
which are considered by France as harmful in 4 French overseas departments, i.e. Guadeloupe, 
French Guiana, Martinique and Réunion, and in particular whether these organisms can be 
considered as harmful organisms for the endangered area of the above departments in the meaning of 
the definition mentioned in Art. 2.1.(e) of the Directive 2000/29/EC and thus potentially eligible for 
addition to the list of harmful organisms in the Directive 2000/29/EC. 

The question was accepted for opinion at the Panel’s plenary meeting in October 2006. The Panel 
was given 18 months period for elaboration on the question. 

The French risk assessors prepared two types of PRAs: 

- Full based on the EPPO scheme [PM 5/3(1)] only for harmful organisms for which the 
probability of introduction into the DOMs is high with economically important crops 
and, 

- Simplified for organisms for which the probability of introduction is extremely low. 

Twenty opinions are in the final draft stage, and the WGs were requested to present the final drafts to 
the plenary meeting to be held in March 2008. 

The Rapporteurs presented the following draft opinions for discussion by the Panel:  

• Pest risk assessment on Mycosphaerella fijiensis (full) 

The Panel discussed the draft opinion presented suggesting minor amendments. The Panel discussed 
the use of monetary values, whether they can be considered an objective way to assess the economic 
impact of the pest. The Commission services commented that the originator of the claim should have 
provided this kind of information but if the Panel had them readily available, they could be helpful, 
too. The EFSA services supported this view. 

The opinion was adopted unanimously, pending minor amendments. 

• Pest risk assessment on Panonychus citri (full) 

 
1 For reference see (http://www.millenniumassessment.org/en/index.aspx) 

http://www.millenniumassessment.org/en/index.aspx
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The Panel discussed in detail the presented version and suggested further elaboration of the text. The 
final draft was recommended for presentation at the next plenary meeting. 

• Pest risk assessment on Hop Stunt Viroid HSVd-c (full) 

The Panel discussed thoroughly the draft opinion noting changes made after the previous reading. 
The Panel adopted the opinion unanimously. 

• Pest risk assessment on Citrus Exocortis Viroid CEVd (full) 

Following careful discussion and minor amendments, the Panel adopted the opinion unanimously. 

• Pest risk assessment on Banana Bract Mosaic Virus BBTV (full) 

Following the amendments made by the Rapporteur after the previous reading, the opinion was 
unanimously agreed for adoption. 

• Pest risk assessment on Ralstonia sp. - blood disease bacterium  (simplified) 

The Panel discussed the draft opinion in depth and made suggestions for minor amendments to the 
document regarding the pathways and variable susceptibility of different banana varieties to the 
pathogen. Considering that the minor amendments do not affect the contents either the conclusions, 
and can be readily rectified, the Panel adopted the opinion unanimously. 

• Pest risk assessment on Citrus Yellow Mosaic Virus CYMV (simplified) 

The Panel discussed the draft opinion presented and, suggesting clarification regarding the naming of 
the cause agent (different between the French document and the Panel opinion), adopted the opinion 
unanimously. 

• Pest risk assessment on Citrus Chlorotic Dwarf virus CCDV (simplified) 

The Panel discussed the draft opinion presented. The identity of this pest was found to be a critical 
point. According to the current state of the art the only possible solution is to define it as a “plant 
pathogenic agent”, until its viral nature is reliably confirmed. Further clarification on the presence of 
the vector in the PRA area, was requested. 

The Panel recommended that the opinion, pending the suggested clarifications should be presented 
again to the Panel, if the modifications affect the conclusions reached. 

• Pest risk assessment on Odoiporus longicollis (simplified) 

The Panel postponed the discussion of the opinion to the next plenary. 

9. MISCELLANEOUS 

The WG and plenary meeting envisaged for the nearest period were checked and confirmed 
(Plenary - 12-13th March, Parma, two full days session). 


