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A. MATTERSFOR ADOPTION BY THE 24th SESSION OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS
COMMISSION

Amendmentsto the Rules of Procedure

1 Amendment to Rule V1.2 to clarify that theroll-call voteis subject to Rule X.2 referring to the
adoption of standards by consensus (para. 73, Appendix 1)

Governments and international organizations wishing to submit comments on the above amendment should do
so in writing to the Secretary, Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme, FAO, Viade delle Terme di
Caracalla, 00100 Rome, Italy before 30 Mar ch 2001.

B. REQUEST FOR COMMENTSAND INFORMATION

Proposed Dr aft Principles at Step 3

2. Proposed Draft Working Principlesfor Risk Analysis (para. 73, Appendix 111)

Governments and internationa organizations are invited to provide comments and proposals on the Working
Principles asfollows:

1) the application of precaution in risk management (paras. 34 and 35); and

2) the other Working Principles

Governments and internationa organi zations wishing to submit comments on the above document should do so
inwriting to the Secretary, Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme, FAQO, Videdele Termedi Caracalla,
00100 Rome, Italy, with a copy to the Codex Contact Point for France, SGCI/CODEX, Carré Austerlitz, 2
Boulevard Diderot 75703 Paris Cedex 12, Fax. 33 (0)1 4487 16 04, Email: sgci-codex-fr@sgci.finances.gouv.fr
for point 1) before 1 July 2000 and for point 2) before 15 January 2001 .
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The summary and conclusions of the 15" Session of the Codex Committee on General
Principles are asfollows:

M attersfor consider ation by the Commission:

The Committee:

recommended an amendment of Rule VI.2 of the Rules of Procedure to clarify that the
request for aroll-call vote was subject to Rule X.2 that refers to the adoption of standards
by consensus (para. 73, Appendix I1)

Other matters of interest to the Commission

The Committee:

agreed to return to Step 3 for further comments the Working Principles for Risk Analysis
(para. 73, Appendix 1)

Agreed to return to Step 3 for further comments the Proposed Draft Revised Code of
Ethicsfor International Trade in Foods (para. 108)

agreed on Measurable Objectives to Assess Consumer Participation in Codex work
(para. 110)

proposed practical measures to facilitate consensus (paras. 68-69)

agreed to consider further the composition of the Executive Committee and related
matters, including an alternative proposal to hold the Commission on an annua basis
(para. 84)

agreed to consider further the role of “other legitimate factors’ in relation to risk anaysis
at its next session (para. 95)

agreed that the concept of “food safety objectives’ could be developed further by other
relevant committees and that it was premature to generalize it with a specific definition at
this stage (paras. 65-66)
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ALINORM 01/33

INTRODUCTION

1 The Fifteenth Session of the Codex Committee on General Principles was held from 10-14 April 2000
in Paris at the kind invitation of the Government of the French Republic. The session was chaired by M.
Pierre Gabrié, Head of Service, Direction Générale de la Concurrence, de la Consommation et de la
Répression des Fraudes. It was attended by 247 delegates and representatives of 54 Member countries and
29 international governmental and non-governmental organizations. A complete list of participants at the
Session, including the Secretariat, is given in Appendix |.

2. The Session was opened by M. Frangois Huwart, Secretary of State responsible for Foreign Trade at
the Ministry of Economy, Finance and Industry.

3. Mr. Huwart underlined the interest of the French government in the work of Codex Alimentarius
particularly in relation to the new perspectives that applied to world trade. He clearly expressed the opinion
that the precautionary principle should be regarded as an appropriate tool of risk management provided that
it was not used as an excuse to establish unwarranted and arbitrary trade barriers. He also emphasized that
legitimate factors other than strictly scientific data could not be ignored by governments and that the
development of world trade could not take place without having regard to the legitimate rights of consumers.
Finaly, Mr. Huwart welcomed the revision of the Code of Ethics for International Trade in Food and noted
that its observance was crucia to ensure the protection of all consumers and the use of fair trade practices.
He stressed the necessity of ensuring that products that are exported to developing countries in particular
should comply with international requirements of food quality and safety.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (Agenda Item 1)

4. The Committee adopted the Provisional Agenda’ as the Agenda for its session. At the request of the
Delegation of Switzerland, it agreed to discuss under Other Business the question of the relationship between
Codex General Subject Committees and Codex Commodity Committees with specia reference to food
additives and contaminants.

MATTERS REFERRED BY THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION AND OTHER
CODEX COMMITTEES (Agenda Item 2)°

5. The Committee noted the decisions of the Commission concerning the work of the Committee. It
noted in particular that the amendments to the Rules of Procedure proposed at the Committee’ s last session
had been adopted by the Commission and had now been confirmed by the Directors-General.

6. The Committee noted that several of the matters referred by the Commission had been included on the
present Agenda for discussion, notably risk analysis (Agenda Item 3) and the composition of the Executive
Committee (Agenda Item 5). This latter point had also been the subject of matters arising from the Regiona
Coordinating Committee for Asia.

7. It was further noted that several Committees had responded to this Committee’s request to provide
information on the legitimate factors other than science used in their decision-making process. An
addendum to CX/GP 00/2 with recent contributions was prepared for the Committee’' s consideration under
Item 6.

! CX/GP 00/1.
2 CXIGP 00/2



RISK ANALYSIS: 1) WORKING PRINCIPLESFOR RISK ANALYSIS®
(Agendaltem 3)

8. The Committee recalled that the last session had discussed the Working Principles for Risk Analysis
and had agreed on several amendments to the sections on risk analysis and risk assessment; there had been
no consensus on the inclusion of areference what some Members referred to as the ‘ Precautionary principle
in the section on risk management.

0. The Committee had agreed to return the proposed Draft Working Principles to Step 3 for further
comments, including specific proposals on the precautionary principle or approach and asked the Secretariat
to prepare a revised draft and an analysis of the questions related to the precautionary principle or approach,
in the light of the comments received".

10. The Committee considered the revised Working Principles section by section and made the following
amendments

SCOPE

11. The Delegation of Malaysia proposed to include a reference to fair trade practices in the purpose of
risk analysis, in addition to the protection of consumers health, in order to reflect the general objectives of
Codex (para. 2). Some delegations pointed out that the application of risk analysis should not result in
disguised barriers to trade and that this should be reflected in the text. Other delegations expressed the view
that the general objectives of risk analysis were a subset of the overall objectives of Codex, and that the
primary purpose of risk analysis was hedth protection. The Committee recognized that the primary
consideration should remain health protection but that fair trade aspects should be taken into account in the
process. The text was therefore amended to reflect that the purpose of risk analysis was to protect the health
of consumers ‘while ensuring fair practicesin food trade'.

12.  The Committee agreed to delete the reference to ‘consistency’ and to a ‘thorough’ risk analysis in
paragraph 3° since these terms did not provide any further clarification; it was agreed that Codex standards
and related texts intended to protect the health of consumers were ‘based on risk analysis'.

13. During the debate, the Committee noted that since the draft principles were intended for application in
the Codex framework and also by governments where applicable, some confusion arose with the
interpretation of specific articles. It neverthel ess decided to retain the dua scope of application.

RISK ANALYSIS— GENERAL ASPECTS

14. The Delegation of the United States proposed to specify that in para.l it should be made clear that risk
analysis should be science-based, and the Committee had an extensive exchange of views on this question.
Some delegations expressed the view that science should not be mentioned in relation to risk analysis as a
whole since risk management decisions were policy decisions, as reflected in the current definition of Risk
Management in the Procedural Manual; in addition the question of ‘other legitimate factors' was still under
consideration and no conclusion had yet been reached on this question. Other delegations pointed out that
risk analysis was based on science since the risk assessment process was based on scientific data. They
referred to the first Statement of Principle, whereby Codex texts should be based on scientific analysis and
recalled that other factors were mentioned in the second Statement of Principle and they were taken into
account in the risk management process as appropriate, however it should be clear that the scientific basis
was an essential element of the decision process.

3 CL 1999/16-GP; CX/GP 00/3; CX/GP 00/3-Add.1 (comments of Australia, Brazil, Canada, New Zealand,
Norway, Republic of Korea, European Community, Consumers International, IACFO, CRN, EFLA); Add. 2
(EC); Add. 3 (IASDA); Add. 4 (CIAA); Add. 5 (United States); CRD 1 and 3 (Cl); CRD 2 (IACFO), CRD 3
(United States), CRD 7 (ALA), CRD 9 (Peru), CRD 10 (Malaysia), CRD 11 (COMISA), CRD 14 (Thailand) ,
CRD 15 (India), Unnumbered CRDs (ICGMA and EFLA)

4 ALINORM 99/33A, paras 16-37

References to paragraph numbers are to those in the Proposed Draft text, Annex to CX/GP 00/3 and to
Appendix 111 when the numbers are different.



15. The Committee could not come to a definite conclusion and agreed that the words * soundly based on
science’ required further consideration and should be included in paragraph 1 in square brackets. The
Committee noted that this matter was linked to the wording in the second paragraph of the section on Risk
Management (para. 27, now para. 25 - see para. 33 of the report)

16. In the section on documentation (para. 2), the Committee considered a proposal concerning
accessibility of documentation to consumers, in addition to the current text referring to ‘interested parties'. In
order to clarify the text and to make it more general, it was agreed to refer to ‘all interested parties' . Thiswas
also added to paragraph 3 on communication and consultation.

17. In the section concerning uncertainty and precaution (para. 5), the Committee recognized that
precaution was an essential element of risk analysis and agreed to include a statement to this effect at the
beginning of the section, as proposed by the Delegation of the United States on the basis of the FAO
Conference on International Food Trade beyond 2000 (Melbourne, 1999). It was agreed that this was
particularly important when scientific evidence was insufficient and negative effects on health were difficult
to evaluate.

18. The Committee considered the section on developing countries (para. 6) and agreed that in addition to
their needs, the situation prevailing in these countries should be taken into account. This was especially
important in order to obtain relevant data, such as exposure assessment from all regions of the world. The
Delegations of Zimbabwe and Morocco expressed the view that this section should clarify the
responsibilities for addressing the needs of developing countries, whether this applied to developed countries
or international organizations. The Committee noted that all recommendations in the text were worded in a
general manner, since they were intended to apply to FAO, WHO, Codex Committees, Expert Groups
responsible for risk assessment, and to governments at the national level. The Committee included a genera
reference to ‘the responsible bodies' in the text, as proposed by the Representative of WHO.

19. The Delegation of Chile referred to the recommendation of the Commission that Codex Committees
should appoint a co-author from a developing country for position papers, where the main author was from a
developed country. The Committee noted that this recommendation of the Commission was hot in the nature
of aprinciple for risk analysis and should not be included in the present text; however it should be followed
by relevant Committees when considering matters related to risk analysis.

20. The Committee noted that the various language versions of the text required harmonization, in
particular with reference to the use of the words *should’, ‘shall’ and ‘must’.

RISK ASSESSMENT

21. The Committee agreed that the text of the first Statement of Principle Relating to the Role of Food
Safety Risk Assessment should be used to define the purpose of risk assessment (para. 8, now para. 7), as
proposed by the Delegation of Portugal and in order to achieve consistency.

22. The Committee agreed to rearrange and reword the paragraphs concerning the four steps of risk
assessment, the identification of uncertainties and the need for documentation (paras. 11 to 13, now paras. 10
to 12) for clarification purposes, as proposed by the Delegation of Malaysia. The Committee agreed that the
constraints affecting the quality of the risk estimate should be identified, and that expression of uncertainty
or variability should be clearly documented, and the corresponding text was retained.

23. The Committee agreed with the proposal of the Delegation of India to use the text of the
recommendation made by the Commission on global data for exposure assessment (para. 16, now para. 15).
The Delegation of the United States questioned the use of the term ‘global datal since it was not clearly
defined. The Committee noted that when food safety risk analysis was initially developed, it tended to be
more focused on chemical contamination but the concepts were somewhat different where microbiological
hazards were concerned. The Committee agreed to refer to ‘ exposure assessment data from different parts of
the world’, as proposed by the Delegation of Sweden.



24. The Committee had an exchange of views on the need to provide further detail on the different stages
of the food chain taken into account in risk assessment (para. 17, now para. 16). The Committee agreed to
include a genera reference to ‘production and handling processes since this covered all aspects of the food
chain from the primary producer to the consumer, and to include a specific reference to traditional practices.

25. Asregards the records of risk assessment, (para. 19, now para. 18), the Committee agreed to include a
reference to minority opinions, and noted that the rules for the conduct of expert groups specificaly required
such arecord.

RISK ASSESSMENT PoLICY

26. The Delegation of Norway recalled that a definition of risk assessment policy had been discussed at
the last session and proposed to include this definition, athough it had not been finalized, in the text for
clarification purposes. The Committee agreed that a description of the process based on the earlier definition
should be included as a separate section (new para. 20) and that the sections on the establishment of risk
assessment policy and on communication (paras. 21 and 22, now para. 21) should be combined since they
both referred to the same process. The text was amended in order to clarify that risk assessment policy
should be established by risk managers in consultation with risk assessors and all interested parties, and that
the proposals of interested parties should be analyzed as necessary.

27. The Committee agreed to delete the requirements concerning the scope and purpose of risk
assessment, as well as the selection of the assessors (para. 23) since they were already covered in the sections
on risk assessment.

28. The Committee had an exchange of views on the section addressing the mandate given to the assessors
(para. 24, now para. 22). It was proposed to delete this section since its provisions were already addressed in
the section on risk assessment. The Representative of WHO stressed the importance of interaction between
risk assessors and risk managers, which might result in a need to redefine the mandate given to risk
assessors, especialy where microbiological hazards were involved. The Committee agreed that the relevance
of this section as regards risk analysis policy would need further discussion and it was retained in square
brackets.

29. The Committee agreed that risk managers could ask risk assessors to evaluate the potentia risk
reduction resulting from different risk management options (para. 25, now para. 23). The Committee noted
that this was not currently covered el sewhere in the document and agreed to retain the current text.

RISK MANAGEMENT

30. The Committee had an exchange of view on the need for a section referring to the structured approach
of risk management and describing its components (para. 27, now para. 25). The Delegation of Portugal,
speaking on behalf of the Members of the European Union present at the Session, supported by other
delegations, expressed the view that the components of risk management introduced new concepts which
were not defined and that they should not be included in the text. The Delegation of Singapore expressed the
view that the approach to be followed in risk management should not be prescriptive and should be left to the
responsibility of governments at the national level.

31. The Delegation of New Zealand, supported by other delegations, recalled that the need for a structured
approach was generally recognized and was currently being applied in the Committee on Food Hygiene, and
that the components of risk management had been defined by the FAO/WHO Expert Consultation on Risk
Management and Food Safety (1997). Some delegations proposed to include definitions in the text or to
reference them in afootnote for clarification purposes.

32. The Committee discussed these proposals and recognized that the structured approach described the
steps in the process: evaluation of risk, assessment of risk management options, implementation, monitoring
and review. These were not actualy new concepts and they should not be presented as titles or concepts in
the text. Some delegations pointed out that the term ‘risk evaluation’ still needed some clarification,
especially to avoid confusion with risk assessment, and to address trandation difficulties. The Committee
agreed to retain the current text and to put ‘risk evaluation’ in square brackets for further consideration.



33. The Committee discussed the proposal of the Delegation of the United States to specify that risk
management should be ‘grounded on science-based risk assessment’. Severa delegations objected to this
proposal since risk management took into account other factors than science, as appeared from the recently
revised definition of Risk Management. Some of these delegations proposed to add a reference to other
factors if the reference to science was introduced, in order to reflect the difference between risk assessment
and risk management. Some delegations also pointed out that since risk analysis terms were already defined
in the Procedural Manual, additional explanations might not be necessary in the current text.

34. The Committee considered an amended text indicating that risk management was ‘grounded on
science-based risk assessment’ and took into account ‘ other legitimate factors as appropriate’, and agreed to
retain it in square brackets for further discussion, since consensus could not be reached at this stage.

35. The Delegation of Portugal, supported by several delegations, expressed the view that risk
management should be focused on agreed outcomes as well as on processes (para. 28, now para. 26). Other
delegations and the Representative of WHO stressed that the current concept of outcome-based risk
management was essential, and noted that the following sentence made it clear that al relevant processes
were taken into account throughout the food chain. The Committee agreed to the proposal of the Delegation
of New Zealand that ‘in achieving agreed outcomes' risk management should take into account relevant
processes throughout the food chain, and amended the text accordingly.

36. The Committee agreed to delete the reference to ‘ repeatability’ in paragraph 29 (now para. 27).

37. The Committee agreed that risk management options should be evaluated in terms of the overall
reduction of risk, to replace the current text referring to hazards (para. 30, now para. 28), and deleted the
sentence referring to the risk management framework as it was aready covered in paragraph 27 (now para
25) (structured approach).

38. Asregards the outcome of the process (para. 31, now para. 29), reference was made to the ‘ assessment
of available risk management options' (rather than their ‘evaluation’) and in the second sentence, it was
clarified that the ‘risk management decision’ was addressed, and that ‘other legitimate factors were
considered as appropriate.

39. Inthe section on other legitimate factors (para. 32, now para. 30), the sentence on economic analysis
was deleted since the current text adequately covered all relevant factors taken into account in the process.
The Committee noted that this question would be specifically considered under Agenda Item 6.

40. The reference to communication was deleted (para. 33) since this aspect was covered more generaly
under Risk Communication. The provisons on consistency were amended to clarify that trade barriers
should be avoided and that the section applied to the consideration of other legitimate factors (para. 34, now
para. 31).

41. The Committee agreed that paragraph 36 (now para. 32) would include the text of the recommendation
made by the Commission concerning the consequences of risk management options for developing countries,
as proposed by the Delegation of India.

Risk COMMUNICATION

42.  The Committee agreed that information and opinion should be ‘exchanged between interested parties
in order to reflect the need for interactive communication (second paragraph). The rest of the section was | eft
unchanged.

THE APPLICATION OF PRECAUTION: PRECAUTIONARY PRINCIPLE OR APPROACH

43. The Committee considered an amended text prepared by the Delegations of the United States, the
member countries of the European Union, the European Community and severa other delegations and
describing the use of precaution, with a footnote indicating that this was referred to as the ‘ Precautionary
Principle’ in certain member countries (para. 38, now para. 34).



44. The Delegation of Australia expressed the view that the content of the proposed footnote could be
adequately covered in the report of the meeting together with the alternative views of other countries.

45. The Delegation of Malaysia, referring to its written comments, proposed that when precaution was
exercised as an interim measure, additional information should be sought and the measures should be
reviewed within a reasonable time frame in order to achieve consistency with Article 5.7 of the SPS
Agreement. Several delegations supported this proposal and pointed out that the reference to a limited time
frame was essential in order to prevent the establishment of unjustified barriers to trade, and was in
conformity with the obligations of member countries under the SPS Agreement.

46. Thetwo proposals referred to above are presented as alternative texts in paragraph 34 of Appendix 11,
the proposal from Malaysia appearing first as the other proposal should be read in conjunction with para. 35.

47. Some delegations and observers pointed out that the concept of a precautionary principle, which
originated in discussions related to the environment, was not generally recognized or defined in relation to
food safety, and that precaution was inherent to the risk analysis process, as recognized in the current
Working Principles (para. 5 of the revised text). In this perspective, the definition of an additiona concept
was not necessary.

48. Several other delegations, observers and the Representative of WHO stressed that it was essentia to
address the uncertainties in risk assessment; in some cases, there were inherent difficulties to establish an
adequate scientific basis due to the nature of the health hazard; risk assessment might take a long time to
complete, or might still contain a wide range of uncertainty after it was carried out. In such cases, risk
managers had to take action to protect consumers' health on the basis of precaution. The Delegation of Egypt
expressed the view that when there was a doubt concerning scientific evidence it was the duty of risk
managers to protect consumers; this was demonstrated clearly by such examples as the use of pesticides
which were eventually prohibited, and the case of BSE.

49. The Delegation of the United Kingdom, supported by several delegations and observers, expressed the
view that the reference to a principle was important and should be retained, at least in a footnote and that a
definition of the ‘ Precautionary Principle’ as used for risk assessment in Codex was essential, since thisterm
was used in several countries in order to enhance consumer confidence in sanitary measures at the national
level. These delegations however noted that in order to facilitate consensus, the reference to ‘precaution’ in
the revised text would be acceptable.

50. Inreply to a question, the Delegation of the United States clarified that the reference to ‘robustly’
assessing risk corresponded to the terminology used in statistics when data were adequate, but other terms
like ‘objectively and fully’ could be used. The Delegation pointed out that the use of the precautionary
principle was not generally recognized or defined and that further discussion on this issue was necessary to
clarify how precaution was applied.

51.  The Delegation of Uruguay pointed out the precautionary approach, as described in the text proposed
by several delegations (see para. 46 above), could apply to risk management decisions taken by governments
but was not pertinent in the framework of Codex, where a scientific basis was essential to establish
international recommendations. Other delegations expressed the view that this was primarily an area for
national governments rather than Codex and stressed the need for clarification of thisimportant issue.

52. Several delegations stressed that the recommendations on precaution in risk management should be
applicable both to governments and in the framework of Codex. The Delegation of Sweden indicated that
precaution was reflected in the devel opment of Codex codes of practices when the risk assessment of certain
contaminants was not completed, but it was necessary to address public health problems through preventive
action

53.  The Delegation of New Zealand indicated that the text did not adequately address al aspects of
uncertainty in risk assessment. The Delegation further noted that while interim measures applied by national
governments were provided for under the SPS Agreement, they were very unlikely to be used in elaborating
Codex standards when risk assessment was not available.

54. The Delegation of Morocco indicated that the responsibility for identifying uncertainty would need to
be clarified, since it was not specified in the amended text, although the origina text (para. 38) had indicated
that risk assessors would identify such uncertainty.



55. Some delegations indicated that the criteria proposed in the current text (para. 39, now para. 35) could
be used as a gtarting point for further discussion. The Delegation of the Philippines proposed that the need
for a time frame to review provisona measures should be included in this section. Some delegations
proposed that the criteria should be discussed first in order to clarify the conditions for the application of
precaution, while other delegations stressed the need to describe the nature of the principle or approach
before selecting the criteria. The Committee did not discuss the criteria in detail and recognized that both
parts of the section would require further consideration at the next session.

56. The Representative of WTO, recalling the provisions of SPS Article 5.7, indicated that guidelines on
the application of precaution could facilitate common understanding of risk analysis but should not
contradict the rights and obligations of member countries under the SPS Agreement.

57. The Committee recognized that no consensus existed at this stage on the different proposals put
forward on the application of precaution, and discussed how to proceed further. The Chairperson proposed to
establish a drafting group, which would work by electronic mail, and prepare revised proposals for
consideration by the next session. A Working Group could aso be held prior to the next session if necessary
in order to facilitate discussion. Some delegations objected to such a discussion in a Working Group since
issues of principle should be addressed in the plenary session of the Committee.

58. Some delegations proposed that FAO and WHO should convene a workshop to consider matters
related to precaution, uncertainty and the interaction between risk management and risk assessment, in order
to facilitate a common understanding of these issues. The Representatives of FAO and WHO indicated that
they would consider the possibility of holding such aworkshop, if this was the wish of member countries and
the participation of Members from developing countries should be as large as possible. The Delegation of
Chile asked FAO and WHO to consider convening a similar workshop at the level of the Regiona
Coordinating Committees.

59. Some delegations emphasized the responsibility of the Committee to address the issue of the
application of precaution, as agreed in the FAO Conference on International Food Trade beyond 2000, and
stated that this responsibility could not adequately be addressed in another meeting like an expert
consultation or a workshop. It was also pointed out that a drafting group would need a clear mandate and an
initial text asabasis for discussion.

60. The Committee agreed that the two proposals referred to as aternative texts (see para 46 and
Appendix |11, para. 34) would be circulated for comments, as part of the Proposed Draft Working Principles
at Step 3, and agreed that a drafting group, coordinated by the French Secretariat, would work by electronic
mail in order to prepare a revised text for consideration by the next session. All member countries and
international organizations were invited to participate in this electronic drafting group. The Committee noted
that the French Secretariat would ensure prompt distribution of material to al members and observers,
including replies to the Circular Letter sent at Step 3. The Committee agreed that a Working Group could be
held to finalize a revised proposed text on the day preceding the Plenary Session, if required.

61. The Committee noted that significant progress had been made on most sections of the Working
Principles, however, the application of precaution in risk management still needed additional discussion, and
it was preferableto retain the text at Step 3 for further consideration

STATUS OF THE PROPOSED DRAFT WORKING PRINCIPLESFOR RISK ANALYSIS

62. The Committee agreed to return the Proposed Draft, as amended at the current session, to Step 3 for
further comments and consideration by the next session (see Appendix I11).



RISK ANALYSIS: FOOD SAFETY OBJECTIVES (Agenda Item 3.2)°

63. The Committee noted that it had agreed at its last session’ to consider the general aspects of the
development and application of “food safety objectives’ following discussions at the 7" Session of the
Codex Committee on Food Import Export Inspection and Certification Systems (CCFICS) and the 45"
Session of the Executive Committee.

64. The Committee discussed whether there was a need to define “food safety objectives’ and how it
would proceed to consider the concept in relation to risk anaysis specifically. The Committee noted that the
32™ Session of the Codex Committee on Food Hygiene (CCFH) had discussed the Proposed Draft Principles
and Guidelines for the Conduct of Microbiological Risk Management that included a section on food safety
objectives. It also noted that the 8" Session of the Codex Committee on Food Import Export Inspection and
Certification Systems decided to develop the Guidelines on the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary
Measures Associated with Food Inspection and Certification Systems pending approval as new work by the
47" Session of the Executive Committee.

65. The Committee was of the opinion that the application of “food safety objectives’ concept was of a
technical nature and it was premature to generalize the concept with a specific definition.

66. The Committee agreed that the concept of “food safety objectives’ could be further developed by
other relevant Committees in order to identify how it could be applied to specific food safety issues, and that
the Committee should continue to oversee the consistency in the definition and application of the concept.

IMPROVEMENT OF PROCEDURESFOR THE ADOPTION OF CODEX STANDARDSAND
MEASURESTO FACILITATE CONSENSUS
(Agenda Item 4)°

67. The Committee reviewed the document “Improvement of procedures for the adoption of Codex
standards and measures to facilitate consensus’. The Committee noted the amendments made to Rule X.2 of
the Rules of Procedure by the Commission at its 23" Session and the on-going efforts of the Chairpersons of
Codex Committees to exchange information and experience in this matter. The Committee focussed on a
number of practical measures for achieving consensus and on specific amendments to the Rules of Procedure
concerning voting in cases where consensus could not be achieved.

68. The Committee noted that much of the responsibility for facilitating the achievement of consensus lay
in the hands of the Chairpersons and members of Codex Committees. In addition and more generaly, it
noted possible additional practical measures that might facilitate consensus-building that could be used as a
reference by the Chairpersons of concerned committees, Codex members and the secretariat as appropriate.
These included the following:

¢ Refraining from submitting proposals in the step process where the scientific basis is not well
established on current data and, where necessary, carry out further studies in order to clarify
controversial issues;

e Providing for thorough discussions and documentation of the issues at meetings of the committees
concerned;

¢ Organizing informal meetings of the parties concerned where disagreements arise, provided that the
objectives of any such meetings are clearly defined by the Committee concerned and that
participation is open to all interest delegations and observersin order to preserve transparency;

6 CX/GP 00/4; CRD 7 (Comments of ALA).
! ALINORM 99/33A, paras 7-9.
8 CX/GP 00/5; CRD 4 (Comments of IACFO); CRD 10 (Comments of Malaysia); CRD 14 (Comments of

Thailand).



¢ Redefining, where possible, the scope of the subject matter being considered for the elaboration of
standards in order to cut out issues on which consensus could not be reached:;

¢ Providing that matters are not progressed from step to step until all relevant concerns are taken into
account and adequate compromises worked out;

¢ Emphasizing to Committees and their Chairpersons that matters should not be passed on to the
Commission until such time as consensus has been achieved at the technical level;

e Facilitating the increased involvement and participation of devel oping countries.
69. It was suggested that these proposals be drawn to the attention of the Commission.

70. The Delegation of Australia proposed that there should be greater use of the Executive Committee and
the informal meeting of the Chairpersons of Codex Committees in order to facilitate consensus.

RuleVI.2

71. The Committee noted that Rule VI.2 could be interpreted as implying that any Member of the
Commission had the right to call for a vote to be taken on any matter at any time. It was noted that such an
interpretation was contrary to the decision of the Commission when it adopted Rule X.2 to enhance
consensus building.

72. The Delegation of Chile proposed to specify that Rule VI. 2 (magjority) applied “in cases where it is
necessary to vote, because it has not been possible to reach consensus on a standard” and that Rule V1.4
(roll-call vote) applied “in the event that it is decided to proceed to avote”, for clarification purposes.

73.  The Committee agreed to propose an amendment to Rule V1.2 to clarify this Situation. In response to
aquestion of the Delegation of Maaysia, it was stated that the proposed amendment did not abridge the right
of a Member to cal for aroll-call vote in the cases where the Commission proceeded to a vote on matters
such as the adoption and amendment of standards. The proposed draft amendment is presented in full in
Appendix Il to this report.

Rule X.2

74. The Committee also had before it two proposals to amend the Rules of Procedure to provide for a
qualified majority to be used in the case where voting was required. These proposals were for (i) a
two/thirds mgjority, or (ii) a majority of two/thirds on two consecutive sessions of the Commission with a
simple majority at the following third session, if required.

75. Most of the Delegations that expressed a preference for one or other of these options expressed a
preference for the first option. The Delegation of India also supported this option but stated that it would be
useful to examine other means of ensuring the participation of the full Membership of the Commission
where decisions had to be taken but consensus could not be reached. It suggested that this might be done
through postal balloting or by requiring that a mgjority of the Members in each Region were in agreement.

76. Severa delegations stressed the importance of Codex working by consensus and were of the opinion
that the proposals to amend Rule X.2 were premature, and that the effect of the application of the new Rule
X.2 and the additional practical measures intended to facilitate consensus needed to be examined before
further changes were introduced.

77.  The Committee noted that there was no consensus for proposing amendments to the current Rule X.2
and therefore decided not to take further action until further experience was gained in this matter.
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COMPOSITION OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE AND RELATED MATTERS’
(Agendaltem 5)

78. The Codex Commission at its Twenty-third session in 1999 discussed a number of issues relating to
the composition of the Executive Committee and participation of observers in its work. These issues were:
the possibility of participation in meetings of the Executive Committee of a limited number of
representatives of INGOs as observers, the possibility of enlarging the membership of the Executive
Committee to include additional Members from the different Regions along the lines of the FAO Council;
and clarification of the rights of Member countries to participate as observers in sessions of the Executive
Committee.® The paper before the Committee addressed each of these issues and also proposed that
consideration be given to the participation of a limited number of developing member countries as observers
as a means of improving the participation of these countries and allowing such countries to gain a wider
experience in the functioning of Codex bodies.

79. Many delegations and observer organizations supported the proposals to provide for the participation
of representatives of INGOs as observers in the Executive Committee along the lines proposed in the paper,
namely on the basis of such participation in the World Food Summit. One observer organization expressed a
contrary view. The delegations and observer organizations that favored the proposals quoted the need for
transparency as the basis for such participation. Several delegations expressed concern at the fairness of
allowing the participation of INGOs as observers in the Executive Committee when Member countries
themselves did not have the same right.

80. Several delegations also supported the proposals to enlarge the Membership of the Executive
Committee, including the designation of the Regional Coordinators as Members. However, there was a
difference of opinion between delegations on the proposal to enlarge the Membership of the Executive
Committee so that representation would be proportional to the membership of the regions. It was stated that
each Region had its own characteristics and problems and as such Regions should be equaly represented.
Severa delegations were aso of the opinion that the experience with the role of advisors to the Members
(Regional Representatives) had been positive and that they should therefore not be excluded from the
meeting of the Executive Committee. It was suggested that the efforts should be made to strengthen the
relationship between the Regional Representatives and the Regional Coordinators. Severa delegations gave
their strong support to the proposal for the participation of developing country members with financial
support at meetings of the Executive Committee.

81. Some delegations and the Observer from ICGMA expressed concern that the enlargement of the
Executive Committee as proposed would impinge upon its efficiency and that the Executive Committee
would become, in effect, a“mini-Commission” closed to alarge part of the Membership of the Commission
itself. It was generally recognized that the increased importance of the Executive Committee was due to the
responsibilities that it exercised on behalf of the Commission in the years in which the Commission did not
meet, especiadly in relation to the approval and allocation of work (Step 1) and advancing draft texts at
Step 5.

82. The Delegation of Malaysia with the support of many other delegations proposed that a review of the
role of the Executive Committee should be undertaken with a view to its possible abolition; its functions
being assumed by annual meetings of the Commission as provided for in Rule IV.1 of the Rules of
Procedure. It was stated by these delegations that such a step would address al of the problems currently
under consideration in relation to the composition of the Executive Committee and the transparency of its
procedures.

83. The Delegation of Argentina pointed out that the aspects of the Executive Committee’s work which
required increased trangparency should be clearly identified and that specific and practical proposals should
be put forward to improve its operation, if this was necessary.

9 CX/GP 00/6; CRD 2 (Comments of IACFO); CRD 10 (Comments of Malaysia); CRD 14 (Comments of
Thailand), Unnumbered CRD (Consumers International).

10 ALINORM 99/37, paras, 44-46
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84. The Committee requested the Secretariat to provide a paper for consideration at its next Session on
the role of the Executive Committee and the implications of abolishing it and replacing it with annua
meetings of the Commission. It also asked that specific modalities for improving transparency, for the
representative participation of INGOs and for additional participation of developing countries be developed
for consideration, in case that the Executive Committee would not be abolished.

REVIEW OF THE STATEMENTS OF PRINCIPLE ON THE ROLE OF SCIENCE AND THE
EXTENT TO WHICH OTHER FACTORS ARE TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT: ROLE OF SCIENCE
AND OTHER FACTORSIN RELATION TO RISK ANALY SIS (Agenda Item 6)™*

85. The Committee recalled that its 14™ Session had considered the role of other legitimate factors and had
agreed to ask relevant Committees to identify and clarify the relevant factors taken into account in their
work, in the framework of risk analysis, as this would facilitate the general debate in the CCGP*. The
conclusions of the Committee on Food Hygiene were presented in the working document and the discussions
and conclusions of other committees that had met later were presented in an unnumbered CRD.

86. The Delegation of the Netherlands, supported by other delegations, stressed the importance of
considering other legitimate factors in order to restore consumer confidence in food safety regulations; for
this purpose, the scope of this question should be expanded to address issues such as animal welfare,
consumer concerns and consumer choices, and the question should also be forwarded to the new Task
Forces.

87. The Observer from Consumers International expressed the view that the consideration of other factors
should not be limited to risk management, that it should be forwarded for consideration by other Codex
Committees, including Food Labelling and the new Task Forces, and suggested that two separate lists should
be prepared to distinguish the legitimate factors that were considered at the national and internationa level.

88. The Delegation of the United States, supported by other delegations, recalled that legitimate factors
were limited by the second Statement of Principle and that factors which were not relevant to the protection
of consumers' health and the promotion of fair practicesin food trade were not within the mandate of Codex.
The Delegation pointed out that societal choices were the responsibility of national governments and did not
constitute risk management measures.

89. Some delegations pointed out that some of the factors identified by the Committees or in the working
document should not be considered as ‘other factors since they were based on scientific information,
especially Good Manufacturing Practice, Good Agricultural Practice, Good V eterinary Practice, and methods
of analysis and sampling. The Observer from ALA indicated that the scope and use of the factors listed by
different Committees should be defined and the CCGP should determine whether they were legitimate on
this basis.

90. Some delegations stressed the need for further clarification from the individual committees on how
other factors were integrated into the risk management process, especialy on the weight they were given in
the decision process; the replies received so far from the Committees were not precise enough. In this regard,
the Committee noted that the Committee on Pesticide Residues had not yet addressed this question and some
delegations proposed that the CCNFSDU should also consider this question as its activities included certain
aspects of risk analysis.

91. In considering the proposed criteria for the inclusion of other legitimate factors within the Codex
context (para 34), the Committee agreed to the amendments proposed by the Delegation of Canada, as
follows:

+ In the 5" indent, the incidence of other factors should be documented ‘including the rationale for
their integration’ asthis allowed for further clarification of the process.

n CX/GP 00/7, CDR 5 (IACFO), CRD 7 (comments of ALA), CRD 13 (Cl), CRD 10 (Malaysia), Unnumbered
CRD (ICGMA).

12 ALINORM 99/33A, para. 76
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+ Inthe 7" indent on economic interests, reference was made to the practical feasibility of various risk
management options, to make it more general.

¢ In the last indent on unjustified barriers to trade, it was specified that ‘in doing so, particular
attention should be given to the impact on developing countries of the inclusion of such other
factors' to make this provision more explicit.

92. Severa delegations sought clarification on the status of the examples presented as alist in para. 33 of
the working document, and questioned whether the Committee should proceed further, proposing that further
work should be deferred until all relevant committees had considered this question. Other delegations
pointed out that the work of individual Committees was useful but that CCGP was responsible for providing
general guidance on this issue. Some delegations pointed out that the assignment given to the Committees
was not to develop exhaustive lists but to determine the legitimacy of such factors in the framework of
Codex.

93. The Secretariat indicated that the Committee had a specific mandate following its decision at the 13"
Session, and in accordance with the recommendation of the Joint FAO/WHO Expert Consultation on Risk
Management and Food Safety, as endorsed by the 22™ Session of the Commission. The Medium-Term Plan
for 1998-2002" approved by the Commission included the development of guidance on the identification,
management, application and interpretation of other legitimate factors as defined in the second Statement of
Principle. The examples described in the working document and summarized in the list (para.33) were
intended to facilitate discussion of general recommendations and the input of other Committees had been
sought for this purpose. In addition these Committees were in the process of clarifying this question since
they were considering the integration of risk analysisin their work.

94. It was recalled that the responsibility of the CCGP was to develop general guidance, a first draft of
which was presented at the end of the document (para. 34). It was noted that the ongoing debate in the
Committees responsible for risk analysis could assist the general discussion but that the Committee should
proceed within its own mandate to develop genera guidance. It was also clarified that until now, the debate
concerned the factors taken into account in past and present work of the Committees and the request of
CCGP had not therefore been addressed to the new Task Forces, which reported to the Executive Committee
and the Commission.

95. The Committee agreed that it should proceed with its consideration of this issue at its next session on
the basis of the current text, taking into account the amendments made at the current session. The
conclusions of the committees involved in risk management (including CCFH, CCFAC, CCRVDF and
CCPR) would also be taken in account, with the understanding that these Committees might need to clarify
further the integration of other factors in their work, as necessary. It was also agreed that the CCNFSDU
should be invited to consider the integration of other legitimate factorsin its activitiesinvolving risk analysis
aspects. The Committee agreed that the Secretariat would develop draft general guidance based on paragraph
34 of the current document (CX/GP 00/7) and circulate the revised text for comments and consideration by
the next session.

PROPOSED DRAFT REVISED CODE OF ETHICS FOR INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN FOOD
(Agenda Item 7)™

96. The Committee recalled that its 13" Session had agreed to undertake the revision of the Code of Ethics
in view of significant changes at the international level since its previous revision in 1985. Following
approval of this new work by the 23" Session of the Commission, the current text had been revised by the
Secretariat in the light of the proposals received in reply to CL 1999/19-GP and circulated at Step 3 for
comments. In view of time constraints, the Committee did not consider the Code section by section but had
an exchange of viewsto identify the areas which needed further clarification.

3 ALINORM 99/37, Appendix |1

14 CL 1999/19-GP; CX/GP 00/8, CX/GP 00/8-Add.1 (comments of Australia, Brazil, Canada, Egypt, Guyana,
United States, ENCA, IBFAN), CX/GP 00/2 (comments of Cuba, Uruguay, ENCA, IBFAN, CI, IACFO),
CRD 8 (South Africa), CRD 10 (Malaysia), CRD 14 (Thailand)
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97. Several delegations stressed the need to clarify the status of the Code in international trade,
especially in relation to the SPS and TBT Agreements; in addition the consequences of non-compliance with
the provisions of the Code should be addressed.

98. Some delegations pointed out that Codex standards and related texts were usualy addressed to
governments and that some clarification was needed as to the scope of the Code, especially whether it
applied to governments or to producers. It was noted that the Code applied to all those engaged in
international trade and that this would apply to al sectors involved in the production, transport and
distribution of food, as reflected in Section 7.

99. The Delegation of Malaysia, referring to its written comments, made the following proposals. specific
provisions should refer to the consideration of developing countries, including the Introduction; Article
6.1(b) should refer to the SPS and TBT Agreements; and the definition of food should be amended to include
dietary supplements and functional foods. The Observer from ICGMA supported the proposas of the
Delegation of Malaysia concerning the reference to the SPS Agreement, since consistency in the measures
applied was an important concern for developing countries.

100. The Delegation of India proposed to take into account the needs of developing countries with
additional text based on the provisions of Articles 9 and 10 of the SPS Agreement, and stressed that countries
should not export food which did not correspond to their own standards, which should be reflected in Article
6.

101. The Delegation of Canada pointed out that the current text in Article 5 was too prescriptive and should
rather recommend that national standards should ‘take into account’ Codex standards and related texts but
that in the final analysis it was the national standards that applied. Some delegations expressed the view that
national standards should be in accordance with Codex standards, as indicated in the current text.

102. The Delegation of Kenya proposed to add to the Preamble of the Code that “religious and cultural
factors should, asfar as practically possible, be respected in the promulgation of food standards’.

103. The Representative of WTO recdled that the provisions of the TBT Agreement required member
countries to base their technical regulations on international standards when they exist or their completion is
imminent, and proposed that the text could refer to national standards based on Codex standards. The
Representative also indicated that the code would be considered as relevant under the SPS Agreement to the
extent its provisions applied to sanitary matters, and that the provisions on notification corresponded to the
requirements of SPSand TBT.

104. The Delegation of Austria proposed to amend the title to a “Code of Ethics and General Principles’,
and to include consideration of other legitimate factors. The Committee noted some other proposas as
follows: in order to smplify the text of Article 5, the references to specific classes of standards could be
avoided; foods for infants and young children should be distinct from foods for special dietary uses; the order
of the provisions in Article 7 should be reviewed. The Delegation of Brazil proposed some amendments to
Articles 9 (exchange of information) and 11 (developing countries).

105. Some delegations supported the inclusion of a reference to the resolutions of the World Health
Assembly as regards foods for infants and young children, while other delegations expressed the view that
this was too vague and the Code should only mention specific texts. The Delegation of Switzerland pointed
out that the Committee on Nutrition and Foods for Special Dietary Uses had not yet taken a decision on the
inclusion of a reference to WHA Resolutions™ and that consistency should be sought between all Codex
textsin thisregard.

106. The Observer from Consumers International proposed to include a reference to openness and
transparency, defined as “ good governance” and including the selection of experts for risk assessment.

1 ALINORM 99/26, para. 86 and Appendix V
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107. Some delegations pointed out that all food should conform to the same standards, including under food
aid programmes and exceptional circumstances, and that there should be no exceptions to the provisions of
the code. The Secretariat recalled that this question was specifically addressed in Article 2.1 of the Scope,
which covered food aid.

STATUS OF THE PROPOSED DRAFT REVISED CODE OF ETHICSFOR INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN FOOD

108. The Committee agreed to return the Proposed Draft Code to Step 3 for redrafting by the Secretariat in
the light of the comments received and the above discussion, for consideration at the next session.

CONSUMER PARTICIPATION IN CODEX WORK AND RELATED MATTERS (Agenda Item 8)*°

109. The Committee welcomed the progress made in addressing the question of increasing consumer
participation in Codex work, both in the Commission and at the national and regional levels. It welcomed
the proposed draft Guidance on Measurable Objectives to Assess Consumer Participation in Codex and
focussed its attention of the proposalsin Appendix A to the discussion paper.

110. The Committee agreed to modify these proposals by providing that the names be included of countries
that have established a national Codex Committee or Contact Point or held open consultations with
consumers when devel oping national positions for Codex meetings. It was aso agreed to include information
on the action of governments to support the establishment and activities of consumer NGOs. On that basis
the Draft Guidance was endorsed by the Committee as being appropriate for the development of a baseline
set of data and for consideration by the Regional Coordinating Committees when discussing the standing
item on consumer participation in the countries of the various regions. The Committee called upon the
Secretariat to begin the development of a set of baseline data as soon as possible. It was recommended that a
report should be made to the Commission every two years.

111. In relation to a question concerning the membership of the individual consumer organizations
participating in the Codex process, it was noted that the Secretariat was required under the provisions of the
Principles concerning INGO participation in Codex to report on the status of all observer INGOs to the
Commission and that this report would contain a list of addresses and contact details. Furthermore, it was
noted that the Y earbook of International Organizations, published by the International Union of International
Organizations, contained thisinformation in detail .

112. The Committee also highlighted the Commission’s recommendation for the development, by FAO and
WHO, of guidelines or models for enhancing consumer participation in Codex and food standards work at
the national and international levels and recalled prior FAO and FAO/WHO work in this area that could be
of relevance.

OTHER BUSINESS, FUTURE WORK AND THE DATE AND PLACE OF NEXT SESSION
(Agendaltem 9)

RELATIONS BETWEEN CODEX COMMODITY COMMITTEES AND CODEX GENERAL SUBJECT
COMMITTEES

113. The Delegation of Switzerland requested that the Committee review the working relationships
between the Codex Commodity Committees and the Codex General Subject Committees in order to avoid
confusion between their roles when specific provisions were to be included in Codex commoadity standards
and genera standards. The Secretariat recalled that the Section in the Procedural Manual dealing with the
relationships between the general subject and commodity committees had recently been revised to take into
account the Commission’s priority of elaborating general standards that covered all foods wherever possible.
The Section established clearly the working relations between these two groups of committees and the
detailed arrangements to be followed.

16 CX/GP 00/9; CX/GP 00/9-Add.1 (Comments of Consumers International); CRD 6 (IAFCO); CRD 14
(Thailand).
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114. It was noted that a specia case might exist in the case of food additives and contaminants, where
the provisions of individual standards following endorsement by the Codex Committee on Food Additives
and Contaminants, were to be incorporated into the corresponding general standards. Until recently
however, the General Standards for Food Additives had been in the formative phase and as a result there had
been incomplete or overlapping information in relation to the Codex-approved use of additives. It was
proposed by the Secretariat that a paper be prepared for consideration the Codex Committee on Food
Additives and Contaminants that would lead to complete integration at the earliest possible opportunity of all
food additives provisions in Codex standards into the general standard. Depending on the outcome of this
exercise, there may or may not be aneed to review the corresponding Section of the Procedural Manual.

APPLICATION OF RISK ANALYSIS IN THE ELABORATION OF CODEX STANDARDS AND CODES BY
DIFFERENT COMMITTEES

115. The Delegation of India recaled that the Commission at its 23" Session had confirmed that the
elaboration of Codex standards and related texts should be based on risk analysis. It requested the
Committee to consider how the principles of risk analysis should be applied at various stages of the
elaboration process. In particular, the Delegation drew attention to the development of certain Codes of
Hygienic Practice under consideration by the Codex Committee on Food Hygiene at Step 3. The Delegation
also drew attention to the consideration of Aflatoxin M1 in milk and the provisions for Lead (Pb) in various
foods by the Codex Committee on Food Additives and Contaminants where, in the opinion of the
Delegation, the measures proposed were not consistent with the current JECFA risk assessments and yet
advanced to the further step. The Delegation proposed that the Committee in future should consider how
risk assessment would be applied to proposals for standards or related texts that were currently being
considered by Committees or submitted to the Commission for adoption.

DATE AND PLACE OF NEXT SESSION

116. The Committee was informed that the 16™ Session of the Committee would be held in Paris in April
2001. Inview of the proposal to convene a Working Group if necessary for drafting the section dealing with
precaution in the Proposed Draft Principles of Risk Analysis, the precise dates would be confirmed at a later
time.
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70770-520 Brasilia-DF

Tel : 5561 448 1083

Fax : 55 61 448 1080

Email : diali @saude.gov.br

Mme AntoniaMaria De AQUINO
Public Health Agency - Ministry of Health
SEPN 510, BLOCO B

Ed. Omega 3° Andar

70770-502 Brasilia-DF

Tel : 55 61 448 1044

Fax : 55 61 448 1080

Email : diali @saude.gov.br

CANADA

Mr. Ron BURKE

Director, Bureau of Food Regulatory
International and Interagency Affairs

Food Directorate, Health Protection Branch
Health Canada

HPB Building, Room 200 (0702C)

Ottawa, Ontario, K1A 0L2

Tel : 613-957 1828

Fax : 613-941 3537

Email : ronald_burke@hc-sc.gc.ca

Mr. Allan McCARVILLE
Senior Advisor,
Codex and Scientific Affairs

Bureau of Food Regulatory, International and I nteragency

Affairs

Food Directorate, Health Protection Branch
Health Canada

HPB Building, Room 2394 (0702C1)
Tunney's Pasture

Ottawa, Ontario K1A OL2

Tel : 613-957 0189

Fax : 613-941 3537

Email : allan_mccarville@hc-sc.gc.ca

Dr. Anne MacKENZIE
Associate Vice President

Science Evaluation

Canadian Food Inspection Agency
59 Camelot Drive

Nepean, Ontario, K1A OY9

Tel : 613 225 2342

Fax : 613 228 6638

Email : amacK enzie@em.agr.ca

Dr. Ann FRASER

Executive Director

Policy, Planning and Coordination Directorate
Canadian Food Inspection Agency

59 Camelot Drive

Nepean, Ontario, K1A OY9

Tel : 613 225 23 42

Fax : 613 228 66 80

Email : afraser@em.agr.ca



Mr. Billy HEWETT

Director, Trade Policy Division
International Affairs

Canadian Food Inspection Agency
59 Camelot Drive

Nepean, Ontario, K1A 0Y9

Tel : 613-225 2342

Fax : 613-228 6634

Email : hewettb@em.agr.ca

Mr. Peter PAUKER

Trade Policy Officer

Department of Foreign Affairs and International
Trade

Technical Barriers and Regulations Division (EAS)

125 Sussex Drive

Tower C, 3rd Floor, Room 155

Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0G2

Tel : 613-992 0523

Fax :613- 943 0346

Email : peter.pauker @dfait-maeci.gc.ca

Dr. Rgean BOUCHARD
Assistant Director

Policy and Dairy Production
Dairy Farmers of Canada
75 Albert Street, Suite 101
Ottawa, Ontario, K1P 5E7
Tel : 613-236 9997

Fax : 613 236 0905

Email : rejeanb@dfc-plc.ca

CAMBODIA/CAMBODGE

Mr. Suth DARA

Directeur

Cambodia Import Export Inspection and Fraud
Suppression Department

#50, Rue n° 144 - Phnom Penh

Tel : 85512 811 881

Fax : 855 23 426 166

Email : camritmoc@camnet.com.kb

Mr. Chuon KHLAUK

Deputy Director

Cambodia Import Export Inspection and Fraud
Suppression Department

#50, Rue n° 144

Phnom Penh

Tel :855 23 426 166

Fax : 855 23 426 166

Email : camritmoc@camnet.com.kb

CHILE/CHILI

Mr. Patricio UTRERAS

Primer Secretario

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
Direccion de Politica Multilateral
Catedral 1158 - Santiago

Td : 56-2 679 4357

Fax : 56-2 671 0031

Email : dimulti7@minrel.cl
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Mr. Gonzalo RIOS
Ingeniero Agronomo
Ministerio de Agricultura
Servicio Agricolay Ganadero
Av. Bulnes, 140 - Santiago
Tel : 56-2 672 3635

Fax : 56-2 671 7419

Email : grios@sag.minagri.gob.cl

Mme |sabel SEGOVIA
Abogado

Ministerio de Salud
Mclver 541 - Santiago

Tel : 56-2 630 0551

Fax : 56-2 630 0543

Email : isegovia@minsal.cl

CHINA/CHINE

Mr. Jin FAZHONG

Director, Dept. of Market and Information
Ministry of Agriculture

N° 11 Nongzhanguan Nanli

Beijing 100026

Tel : 86-10-64193156

Fax : 86-10-64192468

MmeLiao XIAOQIAN

Director

Department of Standardization, China State
Bureau of Quality and Technical Supervision
N° 4 Zhi Chun Road - Beijing 100088

Tel : 86-10-62034044

Fax : 86-10-62034044

Emalil : liaoxg@mail.csbts.cn

Mr. Zhang ZHIQIANG

Director, Ingtitute of Food Safety Contraol and Inspection -
Ministry of Health

N° 7 Pan Jia Yuan Nan Li

Beijing 100021

Tel : 86-10-67768526

Fax : 86-10-67711813

Email : zqzhang517@263.net.

Biaozhunshi @263.net

Mme Zhang LIPING

Deputy Division Chief

Ministry of Foreign Trade and Economic Cooperation
N° 2 Dong Chang An St. - Beijing 100731

Tel : 86-10-65197246

Fax : 86-10-65197247

Emall : zim@moftec.gov.cn

Mr. Qian YONGZHONG

Section Chief - Department of Science and Technology
Management

China Academy of Agriculture Sciences

Baishigiao Road 30 - Beijing 100081

Tel : 86-10-68919422

Fax : 86-10-68975104

Email : zonghe@mail.caas.net.cn
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Mme Zhang LINPING

Section Chief - Department of Health Legidation
and Inspection - Ministry of Health

N° 1 Xi Zhi Men Wai Street

Beijing 100044

Tel : 86-10-68792407

Fax : 86-10-68792387

Email : lingpingzhang@hotmail.com

CYPRUS/CHYPRE/CHIPRE

Mmeloanna MALLIOTIS
First Counsellor

Embassy of Cyprus

23 rue Galilée

75116 Paris (France)

Tel : 33(0)1 47 20 86 28
Fax:33(0)140701344
Email : embrecyp@worldnet.fr

COSTA RICA

Mr. Sergio VALVERDE-JENKINS
Ingeniero - Direccion Fitosanitaria
Ministerio de Agriculturay Ganaderia
Apdo Postal 70-3006 Baneal de Heredia
San José

Tel : 506 260 8295

Fax : 506 260 1429

Email : protacro@sol.nacsa.co.cr

CZECH REPUBLIC
REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE
REPUBLICA CHECA

Mr. Jiri SIR

Ministry of Agriculture
Tesnov 17 - 11705 Prague 1
Tel : 42 2 2181 2042

Fax : 4222314 117

Email : sr@mze.cz

DENMARK/DANEMARK/DINAMARCA

Mr. Knud OSTERGAARD

Adviser, International Affairs

Danish Veterinary and Food Administration
Morkhoj Bygade 19

DK-2860 Soborg

Tel : 45339 56120

Fax : 45 339 56299

Email : koe@fdir.dk

Mme Anette TOFT

Head of Department

The Agricultural Council of Denmark
Axeltorv 3

DK-1609 Copenhagen V

Tel : 45331456 72
Fax:4533149574

Email : AT @landbrug.dk

M me Charlotte RONHOF

Head of Section

The Agricultural Council of Denmark
Axeltorv 3 - DK-1609 Copenhagen V
Tel : 45331456 72

Fax: 4533149574

Email : CR@Ilandbrug.dk

EGYPT/EGYPTE/EGIPTO

Prof. Ghamal GHALI

P.D.G. Arab Medical

Membre Comité Egyptian du Codex
P.O. Box 137 Hadaek El Koba

El Waily El Kebir - Le Caire

Tel : 424 16 16

Fax : 424 18 80

Email : FIxipack@intouch.com

Dr. Mohamed KHALIFA

Agricultural Counselor and

Deputy Permanent Representative of Egypt to U.N.
Ministry of Agriculture

Egyptian Embassy

Via Salaria 261 - Rome (Italie)

Tel : 854 8956

Fax : 854 2603

Email : agric.off.comb.egypt@nett.it

Mme Khadiga MAHMOD KHALIL
Head of Technical Sector

Alex oil and Soap Comp.

16 Canal El Mahmodice Karmoz
Alexandria

Tel :203 4922006

Fax : 203 4922220

Mme Siham M ohamed SHAMSEL DIN
Head of Quality Control Sector

The Egyptian Starch, Y east and
Detergents Co.

Ahmed Abo Saliman - Siouf Alexandria
Tel : 203 5013003 - 5011181

Fax : 203 5015500 - 4834320

FINLAND/FINLANDE/FINLANDIA

M me Pirkko RAUNEM AA

Deputy Director - National Food Administration
P.O. Box 5

FI-00531 Helsinki

Tel : 358-9-77267618

Fax : 358-9-77267666

Email : pirkko.raunemaa@nfa.fi

Mme Anne HAIKONEN
Government Secretary

Ministry of Trade and Industry
P.O. Box 230

FI-00171 Helsinki

Tel : 358-9-1603654

Fax : 358-9-1602648

Email : anne.haikonen@ktm.vn.fi



FRANCE/FRANCIA

Mme Rosdline LECOURT

Ministére de I’ Economie, des Finances

et del’Industrie- D.G.C.C.R.F.

59 boulevard Vincent Auriol

75703 Paris Cedex 13

Tel : 33(0)144 97 3470

Fax : 33(0)1 44 97 30 37

Email : rosdline.lecourt@dgccrf.finances.gouv.fr

Mr. Hubert FERRY-WILCZEK

Ministére de I’ Agriculture et de la Péche
Direction Générale de I’ Alimentation

251, rue de Vaugirard - 75732 Paris Cedex 15
Tel : 33(0) 1495558 72

Fax : 33 (0) 1495559 48
Email:hubert.ferry-wilczek@agriculture.gouv.fr

Mr. Olivier DEGENMANN

Ministére de I’ Economie, des Finances

et de!’Industrie— D.R.E.E.

Bureau 6C (Poalitique Agricole Extérieure)
139 rue de Bercy

75572 Paris Cedex 12

Tel : 33(0)1 5318 82 64

Fax : 33 (0)1 53 19 96 08

Email : olivier.degenmann@dree.org

Mr. Jean-Jacques FOURNIALS
Ministére de I’ Economie, des Finances

et del’Industrie- D.G.C.C.R.F.

59 boulevard Vincent Auriol

75703 Paris Cedex 13

Tel : 33(0)1 44 97 24 06

Fax : 33(0)1 44 97 30 37

Email : jean-

jacques.fournial s@dgccrf.finances.gouv.fr

Mr. Jean-Marie HOCHARD
Ministére de I’ Economie, des Finances
et del’Industrie- D.G.C.C.R.F.

59 boulevard Vincent Auriol

75703 Paris Cedex 13

Tel : 33(0)144 9729 14

Fax : 33 (0)1 44 97 30 39

Emalil : jean-
marie.hochard@dgccrf.finances.gouv.fr

Mr Jean-CharlesLEBLANC
INA-PG/DGAL

16 rue Claude Bernard - 75005 Paris
Tel :33(0)144 087279

Fax :33(0)1 44087276

Email : jleblanc@inapg.inra.fr

MmeAline PEYRONNET

Ministére de I’ Economie, des Finances

et del’Industrie- D.G.C.C.R.F.

59 boulevard Vincent Auriol

75703 Paris Cedex 13

Tel : 33(0)144 972375

Fax : 33(0)1 44 97 30 43

Email : aline.peyronnet@dgccrf.finances.gouv.fr
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Mr. Jean-Claude ROCHE

Ministére de I' Economie, des Finances

et del’Industrie- D.G.C.C.R.F.

59 boulevard Vincent Auriol

75703 Paris Cedex 13

Tel : 33(0)1 44 97 23 83

Fax : 33(0)1 44 97 30 37

Email : jean-claude.roche@dgccrf.finances.gouv .fr

Mlle Nathalie QUEL QUEJEU

Ministére de I’ Economie, des Finances

et del’Industrie- D.G.C.C.R.F.

59 boulevard Vincent Auriol

75703 Paris Cedex 13

Tel : 33(0)144 97 3207

Fax : 33(0)1 44 97 3043

Email : nathalie.quel quejeu@dgccrf.finances.gouv.fr

Mr Philippe VERGER
INRA/DSNHSA

147 rue de I’ Université

75005 Paris

Tel : 33(0)142 7594 93

Fax : 33 (0)142 7591 87

Email : philippe.verger@paris.inra.fr

Mme Catherine VINCENT-RACE

Ministére de I’ Agriculture et de la Péche
Direction Générale de I’ Alimentation

251, rue de Vaugirard

75732 Paris Cedex 15

Tel 133149558494

Fax: 33149555680
Email:catherine.vincent-race@agriculture.gouv.fr

Mr. Jean-YvesMARTIN

Agence Francaise de Sécurité Sanitaire des Aliments
23 avenue du Général de Gaulle

94700 Maisons-Alfort

Tel : 33(0)149 77 27 77

Emalil : jy.martin@dg.afssa.fr

Mme Barbara ROSTEL

Agence Francaise de Sécurité Sanitaire des Aliments —
ANMYV - BP 90203 - 35302 Fougéres Cedex

Tel : 33(0)299 94 78 87

Fax : 33 (0)299 94 78 99

Email : b.rostel @anmv.afssa.fr

Mr. Francois FALCONNET

Confédération des Industries de Traitement des Produits
des Péches Maritimes - C.I.T.P.P.M.

44 rue d' Alésia- 75682 Paris Cedex 14

Tel : 33(0)15391 44 64

Fax :33(0)1539144 70

Email : ffalconnet@citppm.org

Mme Christine GUITTARD

SYNPA

41 bis boulevard Latour Maubourg
75007 Paris

Tel : 0155231364

Fax : 01 46 91 88 58

Email : christine.guittard@monsanto.com
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Mme Anne LEGENTIL

Docteur-ingénieur, chargée de mission al’ UFCS
Union Féminine Civigque et Sociale

6 rue Béranger - 75003 Paris

Tel : 01 44 54 50 54 - Fax : 01 44 54 50 56

MmeAnnieLOC’'H

Responsable Réglementaire
ANIA/DANONE

7 rue de Téhéran - 75008 Paris
Tel : 33(0)144 3524 45

Fax : 33(0)144 3524 45

Email : aloch@groupedanone.com

Mr. GeorgesMONSALLIER

Syndicat de I'Industrie du Médicament V étérinaire
(SIMV)

109 boulevard Haussmann - 75008 Paris

Tel : 0153300602 - Fax : 01 53 3006 05
Email : smv@com

M me Nadine NORMAND
Association Francaise de Normalisation
Tour Europe (AFNOR)

92049 Paris |la Défense Cedex

Tel : 33(0)1 429158 24

Fax : 33 (0)1 42 91 56 56

Email : nadine.normand@af nor.fr

Mr. Johnny PALLOT

Responsable de la Division Technico-Légale
ANIA/ROQUETTE - Roquette-Freres
62136 Lestrem

Tel : 33(0)3 21 63 36 00

Fax : 33 (0)3 21 63 38 50

Email : roguette.spi @wanadoo.fr

Mme Catherine VIGREUX
Département des Affaires Réglementaires
ANIA/ROQUETTE - Roquette-Fréres
62136 Lestrem

Tel : 33(0)321 63 36 00

Fax : 33 (0)3 21 63 38 50

Email : roquette.spi @wanadoo.fr

GERMANY/ALLEMAGNE/ALEMANIA

Mr. Gerhard BIALONSKI
Regierungsdirektor
Bundesministerium fir Gesundheit
Am Probsthof 78 A - 53121 Bonn
Tel : 49 228 941 4130

Fax : 49 228 941 4947

Email : bialonski @bmg.bund.de

Dr. Andrea SANWIDI
Oberregierungsrétin
Bundesministerium fir Erndhrung
Landwirtschaft und Forsten
Rochusstr. 1 - 53123 Bonn

Tel : 49 228 529 3828

Fax : 49 228 529 4404

Email : andrea.sanwidi @bml.bund.de

Prof. Dr. Rolf GROSSKLAUS
Direktor und Professor

Bundesinstitut fr gesundheitlichen
Verbraucherschutz und Veterinarmedizin
Postfach 33 00 13 - 14191 Berlin

Tel : 49 1888 412 3230

Fax : 49 1888 412 3715

Emalil : fgril@bgvv.de

Mme Angelika MROHS
Geschéftsfihrerin

Bund fir Lebensmittelrecht
und Lebensmittelkunde e.V.
Godesberger Allee 142 - 148
53175 Bonn

Tel : 49 228 819 9333

Fax : 49 228 375 069

Email : bll@bll-online.de

Prof. Dieter ECKERT

Ministeriadirektor a. D.

Bund fur Lebensmittelrecht une Lebensmittelkunde e.V.
Birkenweg 15

53343 Wachtberg

Tel : 49 228 341 867

Fax : 49 228 341 867

Mr. Jérg-Helge KROKE

Officer in charge

Bundesministerium fur Wirtschaft und Technologie
Villemombler Strasse 76

53123 Bonn

Tel : 49 228 615 4221

Fax : 49 228 615 2765

GHANA

Mr. Eugéne ADARKWA-ADDAE
Senior Scientific Officer

Ghana Standards Board

Box MB 245

Accra

Tel : 021 501493

Fax : 021 500092

M me Geneviéve BAAH
Assistant Scientific Officer
Ghana Standards Board
P.O. Box MB-245

Accra

Tel :233 21 500 065

Fax : 233 21 500 092
Email : obaah@yahoo.com

HUNGARY/HONGRIE/HUNGRIA

Dr.Maria VARADI

Scientific Deputy Director

Central Food Research Institute

H- 1022, Herman Otto ut 15 - Budapest
Tel : 361 355 89 82

Fax : 361 212 98 53

Email : m.varadi @cfri.hu



INDIA/INDE

Mr. Shri Deepak GUPTA

Joint Secretary

Ministry of Health and Family Welfare
Nirman Bhavan Room n° 146
Mawlana Azad Road

New Delhi 110 011

Tel : 91 11 301 8842

Fax : 91 11 301 2290

Email : dgupta@bol.net.in

Mr. Ratan PURWAR

Director - Ministry of Agriculture
337 Krishi Bhawan - New Delhi
Tel : 91 11 3389212

Fax : 91 11 3388006

Email : ratan@aphind.delhi.nic.in

Mr. Arvind GUPTA
Advisor (Quality)

Agricultural and Processed Food Products Export

Development Authority (APEDA)
Ministry of Commerce

Il Floor, Ansal Chambersi|
Bhikaji Cama Place

New Delhi — 110066

Tel : 91 11 6188397

Fax : 91 11 6195016

IRAQ/IRAK

Mr. lbrahim AL JUBOURI

Deuxiéme Secrétaire ala Section des Intéréts de la

République d'lrak

53 rue de la Faisanderie

75116 Paris (France)

Tel : 0145533370

Fax : 0145533380

Email : paris@embassy.irag.com

IRELAND/IRLANDE/IRLANDA

Mr. Richard HOWELL
Agricultural Inspector

Department of Agriculture,

Food and Rural Development
Agriculture House 7C

Kildare St, Dublin 2

Tel : 353 1 607 2572

Fax : 353 1 661 6263

Email : richard.howell @daff.irlgov.ie

Mr. Jim EGAN

Superintending V eterinary |nspector
Department of Agriculture,

Food and Rural Development
Agriculture House 3W

Kildare St, Dublin 2

Tel : 353 1 607 2456

Fax : 353 1 661 6263

Email : james.egan@daff.irlgov.ie
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ITALY/ITALIE/ITALIA

MmeBrunellaLO TURCO

Segretario Generale Comitato Nazionale Codex
Ministero delle Politiche Agricole

ViaXX Settembre 20

00187 Roma

Tel : 39 06 4665 5016

Fax : 39 06 4880 0273

Email : blturco@tiscalinet.it

Mme Paola PICOTTO
Ministry of Health

Piazza Marconi 25

00174 Roma

Tel : 39 06 5994 3752

Fax : 39 06 5994 3676
Email : p.picotto@sanito.it

JAPAN/ JAPON

Mr. Shunsaku MINAMI

Director for International Food Standard Programme -
Food Sanitation Division

Environmental Health Bureau

Ministry of Health and Walfare

1-2-2 Kasumigaseki, Chioda-Ku - Tokyo

Tel : 03 3595 2326

Fax : 03 3503 7965

Email : SM-DPV@mhw.go.jp

Mr. Hiroshi YOSHIKURA

Director Genera - Research Institute I nternational Medical
Center of Japan

1-21-1 Toyama, Shinguku - Tokyo

Tel : 8133202 7181

Fax : 81 35273 4526

Email : yoshikura@ri.imcj.go.jp

Mr. Akihiko NISHIYAMA

Director for International Standardization
Standards and Labelling Division

Food and Marketing Bureau

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries
1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 100-8950

Tel : 81 3 3507 8592

Fax : 81 3 3502 0438

Email : akihiko-nishiyama@nm.maff.go.jp

Mr. Kazuaki MIYAGISHIMA

Technical Adviser

Graduate School of Medicine - Kyoto University
Y oshida— Konoé-cho

606-8501 Kyoto

Tel : 8175 753 4464

Fax : 81 75 753 4466

Email : miyagishima@pbh.med.kyoto_u.ac.jp
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Mr. SUZUKI Hideo

Premier Secrétaire

11 Avenue Hoche 75008 Paris
Tel : 01537661 83

Fax : 01 45 63 05 44

Email : suzuki@deljp-ecde.fr

KENYA

Mr.N. ASEKA

Factory Manager

Mumias Sugar Co. Ltd

Private Bag - Numias

Tel : 254 333 41620/1

Fax : 254 333 41234

Email : factmail @swiftkenya.com

Mr.S. OCHIENG

Chairman

Consumer Information Network
PO Box 7569 - Nairobi

Tel : 254278 1131

Fax : 254 2 79 7944

Email : cin@insigatkenya.com

KOREA (REPUBLIC OF)
COREE (REPUBLIQUE DE)
COREA (REPUBLICA DE)

Dr. SONG In-Sang

Director General - Dept. Food Evaluation
Korea Food & Drug Administration

5, Nokbun-Dong, Eunpyung-Ku

Seoul, 122-704

Tel : 82 2 3866586

Fax : 82 2 382 4892

Email : songis@kfda.go.kr

Kyung-Tae OH

First Secretary for Agricultural Affairs, permanent
Delegation of the Rep. of Koreato the OECD

2-4, rue Louis David

75016 Paris (France)

Tel : 33(0)1 44 05 20 57

Fax : 33(0)1 495586 70

Email : ktoh@club-internet.fr

JEONG BYONG-GON

Deputy Director

Ministry of Agriculture & Forestry
1, ChungAng-Dong, Kwachun-City
Kyunggi-Do

Tel : 82 2503 7296

Fax : 82 2 507 2095

Email : jbgon@maf.go.kr

M me PARK Hyun-Jung

Senior Researcher

Codex Office - Korea Food & Drug Administration
5, Nokbun-Dong, Eunpyung-Ku

Seoul, 122-704

Tel : 822380 1564 - Fax : 82 2 383 8321

Email : codexkorea@kfda.go.kr

KUWAIT - KOWEIT

Mr. Yousef AL-BAHAR

Assistant undersecretary

Vice General Director for Standards and Industrial
Services Affairs

PO Box 4690 Safat

Tel : 4318240 - Fax : 43 18312

Eng. Ghaith AL-GHAITH
Head of Q.A.

Public Authority for Industry

PO Box 4690 Satat Code 13047
Tel : 4318240 - Fax: 4318319

MALAYSIA/MALAISIE/ MALASIA

Dr.TeeE. SIONG

Head - Division of Human Nutrition
Institut for Medical Research

Jalan Pahang - 50588 Kuala Lumpur
Tel : 603 2986704

Fax : 603 2943575

Email : teees@imr.gov.my

Mme Noraini Mohd. OTHM AN

Principal Assistant Director

Food Quality Control Division

Public Health Department - Ministry of Health Malaysia
4™ Floor, Block E, Offices Complex

Jalan Dungun, Damansara Heights

50490 Kuala Lumpur

Tel : 60 3 2555943

Fax : 60 3 2537804

Email : ani@dph.gov.my

Mme Nor Aini SUDIN

Technical Advisory Service

Palm Qil Research Ingtitute of Malaysia (PORIM)
Ministry of Primary Industries

P.O. Box 10620

50720 Kuala Lumpur

Tel : 60 3 8259432

Fax : 60 3 8259446

Email : noraini @porim.gov.my

MEXICO/ MEXIQUE

Mr. Marcial MORFIN MACIEL
DGN/MEXICO

Av. Puente de Tecamachacco#6

L omas de Tecamachacco

CP 53950

Naucalpan, Estado de Mexico

Tel : 52 5729 9480

Fax : 52 5729 9484

Email : mmurfin@secofi.gob.mx



MOROCCO/MAROC/MARRUECOS

Mr. MAJDI M ohammed

Chef delaDivision de la Répression des Fraudes
Direction de la protection des végétaux, des
contrdles techniques et de la répression des fraudes
Ministére de I’ Agriculture

BP 4495 Rabat

Tel : 07 298150 - Fax : 07 298 150

Email : majdi @dpvctrf.gov.ma

Mr. MIKOU Najib

Directeur du Développement

Etablissement Autonome de Contréle et de
Coordination des Exportations

72 Boulevard Mohamed Smiha
Casablanca

Tel : 2122302802 - Fax : 212 2 30 25 67
Email : mikou@eacce.org.ma

Mr. BENAZZOUZ El M aati

Chef de laDivision de la Recherches et
Développement

Laboratoire Officiel d'Analyses et de Recherches
Chimiques

25 rue Nichakra Rahal

Casablanca

Tel : 212 2302196/98 - Fax : 212 2301972

Email : loarc@casanet.net.ma

Mme DRIOUICH Zakia

Chef de laDivision du Contréle des Produits, de la
Normalisation et de la Promotion Commerciale
Ministére des Péches Maritimes

Quartier Administratif

Haut Agdal - Rabat

Tel : 07688272 - Fax : 07 68 82 94

Email : driouch@mp3m.gov.ma

Mr. BACHAOUCH Mohammed

Responsable des affaires réglementaires,
scientifiques et environnemental es

Société COCA-COLA EXPORT CORPORATION
CT 1029 Sidi Maarouf

Bouskoura - Casablanca

Tel : 08335251

Fax : 02 33 50 53/33 53 00

Email : mbachaouch@mena.ko.com

Mr. JOUNDY Majid

Union Nationale des Industries de Conserve de
poisson (UNICOP)

Avenue de Longchamp ruen® 7

Casablanca
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Vice-Président

Union Nationale des Industries de Conserve de
poisson (UNICOP)
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Tel : 2127771634

Fax : 212 7 772014

Email : belmekroum@sante.gov.ma
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Dr. Steve Hathaway
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M me Stine SEM

Senior Food Adviser

Norwegian Consumer Council

P.O. Box 8104 Dep

N-0032 Odo

Tel : 47 67 599600

Fax : 47 67 536010

Email : stine.sem@forbrukerradet.no

MmeTherese A. HAGTVEDT
Federation of Norwegian Food

and Drink Industry

P.O. Box 5472 Mgjorstua - N-0305 Odlo
Tel : 47 23 088700

Email : therese.hagtvedt@nbl.no

Mr. Steinar HOIE
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Email : steinar.hoie@id.dep.no
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Adviser - Ministry of Fisheries

P.O. Box 8118 Dep - N-0032 Oslo
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Fax : 47 22 2456 78

Email : lennart.johanson@fid.dep.no

PARAGUAY

Mr. Juan Angel DELGADILLO
Conseiller al’ Ambassade du Paraguay
1 rue Saint-Dominique

75007 Paris

Tel : 33(0)1 42228505

Fax : 33 (0)1 42 22 83 57

Email : dadel par@wanadoo.fr

PHILIPPINES- FILIPINAS

Mme Maria Concepcion LIZADA

Ministry of Agriculture - Bureau of Agriculture and
Fisheries Product Standards

Elliptical Road, Diliman,

Quezon City 1104

Tel : 6329206131 - Fax : 6329206134

Email : meclizada@endova mail.com

Mr. Noél DE LUNA

Agricultural Attache - Philippine Embassy
Viale Delle Medaglie d' Oro 112
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Tel : 06 3974 6717 - Fax : 06 3988 9275
Email : philippines.emb@agora.stm.it
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Agricultural Attaché

Philippine Mission to the U.N.
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Director - National Food and Nutrition Institute
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Fax : 48 22 842 1103

Email : |.szponar@izz.k2.pl
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Agricultural and Food Quality Inspection
32/34 Zurawia Street - 00-950 Warsaw
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Integracj acis@zigzag.pl
Gruszczynska@internet.pl
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Agro-Alimentar
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Fax : 351 213 876 635
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QATAR
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PO Box 17178 - Doha

Tel : 09 74 684757 - Fax : 09 74 684980
Email : aalhamag@hotmail.com
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PO Box 9359 - Doha

Tel : 477235 - Fax : 4 78849
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Ministry of Public Health

P.O. Box 21266 - Doha

Tel : 974 929718 - Fax : 974 353169
Email : rcfcm@gatar.net.qa

ROMANIA/ROUMANIE/ RUMANIA

Mr. Tudorel BALTA

Director, Division of Food Industry
Ministry of Agriculture and Food

Bd Carol I.No 2-4, sector 3

Bucharest

Tel : 401 31 35089 - Fax : 401 311 2278

Mme Daniela-Eugenia CUCU

Secretary of Technical Committee for Food Standards
Food Research Ingtitute (ICA)

1D Gérlei Street - 70576 Bucharest

Tel : 401 230 5090 - Fax : 401 230 0311

Email : tac@dnt.ro

SINGAPORE/SINGAPOUR/SINGAPUR

Dr. Siang Thai CHEW

Head/V eterinary Public Health Laboratory Branch
Veterinary Public Health and

Food Supply Division

Agri-food and Veterinary Authority

51 Jalan Buroh - Singapore 619495

Tel : 65 2670826

Fax : 65 2650784

Email : CHEW_Siang_Thai @AV A.gov.sg

Dr. TzeHoong CHUA

SPPO/Development and Compliance Branch
Veterinary Public Health and

Food Supply Division

Agri-food and Veterinary Authority

MND Building - 5 Maxwell Road, #02-00
Singapore 069110

Tel : 325 7687 - Fax : 2206068

Email : CHUA_Tze Hoong@AVA.gov.sg

SLOVAKIA/SLOVAQUIE/ESLOVAQUIA

Mr. Milan KOVAC

Director - Food Research Ingtitute
Priemyselna 4, P.O. Box 25
82475 Bratislava 26

Tel : 42 17 5557 4622

Fax : 42 17 5557 1417

Email : milan.kovac@vup.sk

SUDAN/SOUDAN

Mr. Mahmoud Mohamed AHMED
Director or Food Control

FMOH Sudan

Ministry of Health (Federal)

E. Hand Food Control

PO Box 303

Tel : 249 11 773006

SOUTH AFRICA/AFRIQUE DU SUD
AFRICA DEL SUR

Dr. Lieza ODENDAAL

Chief State Veterinarian
Directorate of Veterinary Service
National Department of Agriculture
Private Bag x138, Pretoria, 0001
Tel : 27 12 319 7648

Fax : 27 12 329 6892

Email : liezao@nda.agric.zq
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SPAIN/ESPAGNE/ESPANA

D. Felipe MITTELBRUNN GARCIA
Consgjero Técnico

Secretariade la Comision Interministerial parala
Ordenacion Alimentaria

Subdireccion General de Higiene de los Alimentos.
D.G. Salud Publica
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SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC
REPUBLIQUE ARABE SYRIENNE
REPUBLICA ARABE SIRIA

Mr. Burhan KHATIB

Conseiller Economique

Ambassade de la République Arabe Syrienne
20 rue de Vaneau

75007 Paris

Tel : 33(0)1 40 62 61 00

Fax : 33 (0)1 47 0592 73

SWEDEN/SUEDE/SUECIA

Dr. Stuart SLORACH
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Box 622 - S-751 26 Uppsala

Tel : 4618175594 - Fax : 46 18 10 58 48
Email : stuart.dorach@slv.se

Mme Eva LONBERG

Codex Coordinator

National Food Administration

Box 622 - S-751 26 Uppsala

Tel : 4618175547 - Fax : 46 18 1058 48
Email : evalonberg@slv.se

Mr. Stefan ERNLUND

Legal Adviser - National Food Administration
Box 622 - SE-751 26 Uppsala

Tel: 46 18-17 14 38

Fax: 46 18-10 58 48

Email: stefan.ernlund@slv.se

MmeKerstin JANSSON

Senior Administrative Officer

Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Fisheries
S-103 33 Stockholm

Tel : 46 8405 11 68 - Fax : 46 8 405 49 70
Email : kerstin.jansson@agriculture.ministry.se

Mr. Anders Lénnblad

Director, Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Fisheries
SE-103 33 Stockholm

Tel : 46 8 405 1113

Fax. : 46 8 405 4970

Email : anders.|onnblad@agriculture.ministry..se

SWITZERLAND/SUISSE/SUIZA

Mme Awilo OCHIENG PERNET
Codex Alimentarius

Service Normes Internationales
Office Fédéral de la Santé Publique
3003 Berne

Tel : 413132200 41
Fax:41313229574

Email : awilo.ochieng@bag.admin.ch

Dr.UrsKLEMM

Sous-Directeur - Office Fédéral de la Santé Publique
3003 Berne

Tel : 41 313229503

Fax:41313229574

Email : urs.klemm@bag.admin.ch
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Fax : 41 21 924 45 47

Email : irina.dubois@nestle.com
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Head of Regulatory Affairs

F. Hoffmann-La Roche AG
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Mr. Philippe FONTANA

Conseiller d’ Ambassade
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28 rue de Martignac
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Fax : 33 (0)1 455101 49
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THAILAND/THAILANDE/TAILANDIA

Mr. Thien MEKANONTCHAI
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Thai Industrial Standards Institute
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Rama V| St. Ratchathewi
Bangkok 10400

Tel : 66 2 202 3400-2

Fax : 66 2 246 4085

Email : thien@tisi.go.th
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Email : vorapee@hotmail.com

Mme M etanee SUKONTARUG
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Committee - Thai Industrial Standards Institute
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Rama V| Street Ratchathewi - Bangkok 10400
Tel : 662 202 3440 - Fax : 662 248 7987
Email : metanee@tisi.go.th

Mr. Maris SANGIAM PONGSA

Counsellor - Department of Economic Affairs
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Sri Ayudaya Road, Bangkok

Tel : 643 5000 ext 4062

Fax : 643 6427

Dr. Uthai CENPUKDEE

Agriculture Administrative Officer

Office of Agricultural Standards and Inspections
Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives

3 Rgjadam-nern rd., Bangkok 10200

Tel : 662 2801542 - Fax : 662 6298978

Emall : oasi @asiaaccess.net.th

Mme Kunvara CHOTIPHANSOPHON
Policy and Planning Analyst

Office of Permanent Secretary

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives
Rajdamnem Noh Av., Bangkok 10200
Tel : 662 282 4257 - Fax : 662 287 0578
Email : kunvara.e@yahoo.com

Mme Charuayporn TANTIPIPATPONG
President - Thai Food Processors’ Association
170/22, 9" FI. Ocean Tower 1 Bldg

New Ratchadapisek Rd., Bangkok 10110

Tel : 662 261 2684 - Fax : 662 261 2996
Email : thaifood@thaifood.org

Mme Pranee SRISOMBOON

General Manager

Thai Food Processors’ Association
170/22, 9th Floor Ocean Tower 1Bldg
New Ratchadapisek RD - Bangkok 10110
Tel : 662 261 2684 - Fax : 662 261 2996/7
Email : www.thaifood.org

Mr. Saknarong UTSAHAKUL

Director - Planning and Industrial Development
Coordination Department National Food Institute
539/2 Sri-Ayudhaya Rd.

Gypsum Metropolitan, Bangkok 10400

Tel : 642 5335-40 - Fax : 642 5342

UNITED KINGDOM/ROYAUM E-UNI
REINO UNIDO

Mr. Grant MEEKINGS

Food Labelling and Standards and

Consumer Protection Division

Food Standards Agency

PO Box 31037 - 17 Smith Square

London, SW1P 3WG

Tel : 44 207238 62 78 - Email : grant.meekings-
official @food standards.gsi.gov.uk

Dr. Dorian KENNEDY

Food Labelling and Standards and Consumer Protection

Division - Branch C - Food Standards Agency

PO Box 31037 Ergon House

C/O 17 Smith Sguare - London, SW1P 3WG

Tel : 441712385574 - Fax : 44 171 238 67 63
Email : dorian.kennedy@foodstandards.gsi.gov.uk

UNITED STATESOF AMERICA
ETATSUNISD'AMERIQUE
ESTADOSUNIDOSDE AMERICA

Dr. Catherine WOTEKI

Under Secretary for Food Safety

U.S. Department of Agriculture

1400 Jefferson Drive, SW

Room 227 Jamie L. Whitten Building
Washington, DC 20250-3700

Tel : 1202 720 0350

Fax : 1202 690 0820

Email : Cathy.Woteki @usda.gov

Dr. F. Edward SCARBROUGH
U.S. Manager for Codex

Food Safety and Inspection Service
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Washington, DC 20250-3700
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Email : ed.scarbrough@usda.gov
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Associate U.S. Manager for Codex

Food Safety and Inspection Service
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1400 Independance Avenue, SW

Room 4861 South Building

Washington, DC 20250-3700

Tel : 1202 690 4042 - Fax : 1 202 720 3157
Email : patrick.clerkin@usda.gov

MmeMargaret O'K GLAVIN

Associate Administrator

Food Safety and Inspection Service

U.S. Department of Agriculture

1400 Jefferson Drive, SW

Room 331F Jamie L. Whitten Building
Washington, DC 20250-3700

Tel : 1202 720 7025 - Fax : 1 202 690 0550
Email : margaret.glavin@usda.gov
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MmeLinda SWACINA Mr. Lloyd HARBERT

Director - Congressional and Public Affairs Director - Office of Food Safety and Technical Services -
Food Safety and Inspection Service Foreign Agricultural Services

U.S. Department of Agriculture U.S. Department of Agricutlure

1400 Independance Avenue, SW Room 5547 South Building

Room 1175 - South Building 1400 | ndependance Avenue, SW

Washington, DC 20250-3700 Washington, DC 20250

Tel : 1202 720 3897 Tel : 1202 720 1301

Fax : 1202 720 5704 Fax : 1202 690 0677

Email : Linda.Swacina@usda.gov Email : harbert@fas.usda.gov

Mme Janet JENKINS-SHOWALTER Mr. Richard WHITE

Director, International Scientific Director SPS Affairs

Activities & Standards Staff Office of the U.S. Trade Representative

U.S. Food & Drug Administration 600 17" Street, SW

5600 Fishers Lane - Rockville, MD 20857 Washington, DC 20508

Tel : 1301 827 0865 Tel : 1202 395 9582

Fax : 1301 443 0232 Fax : 1202 395 4579

Email : jshowalt@oc.fda.gov Emall : rwhite@ustr.gov

Mme Maritza COLON-PULLANO Mr. Marc BAAS

Associate Director Director - Office of Agricultural and Textile Trade
Office of International Programs U.S. Department of State

U.S. Food and Drug Administration EB/TPP/ATT Room 3526 - Washington, D 20520
5600 Fishers Lane - Rockville, MD 20857 Tel : 1202 647 3090

Tel : 1301 827 4553 Fax : 1202 647 2302

Fax : 1301 827 1451 Email : baasma@state.gov

Email : mpullano@oc.fda.gov
Ms. Kerry O'CONNOR

Dr. Catherine CARNEVALE International Trade Specialist
Director - Office of Constituent Operations U.S. Departement of Commerce
Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition 14™ & Constitution Avenue, NW
U.S. Food and Drug Administration Room 3513 - Washington, DC 20230
200 C Street, SW (HFS-550) Tel : 1 202 482 6008
Room 5807, Building FB-8 Fax : 1202 482 2897
Washington, DC 20204 Email : kerry_oconnor@ita.doc.gov
Tel : 1 202 205 5032
Fax : 1 202 205 0165 Ms. LindaR. HORTON
Email : ccarneva@bangate.fda.gov Director, International Agreements Staff
Office of the Commissioner
Dr. H. Michael WEHR Food & Drug Administration
Assistant to the Director 5600 Fishers Lane - HF-23, Room 1562
Office of Constituent Operations Rockville, MD 20857
Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition Tel : 1301827 3344
U.S. Food and Drug Administration Fax : 1 301 443 6906
200 C Street, SW (HFS-550) Email : Ihorton@oc.fda.gov
Room 5818, Building FB-8
Washington, DC 20204 Mme Peggy ROCHETTE
Tel : 1202 260 2786 Director of International Affairs
Fax : 1 202 205 0165 National Food Processors Association
Email : mwehr@bangate.fda.gov 1401 New Y ork Avenue, NW
Suite 400 - Washington, DC 20005
MsMary FrancesLOWE Tel : 1202 639 5921 - Fax : 1 202 639 5991
Program Adviser Email : prochet@nfpa.food.org
Office of Pesticide Programs
USEPA Headquarters MmeMarsha ECHOLS
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW Washington Counsel
Ariel Rios Building (7506C) National Association for the Specialty Food Trade, Inc.
Washington, DC 20460 3286 M Street, NW
Tel : 1 703 305 5689 Washington, DC 20007-3624
Fax : 1 703 308 1850 Tel : 1202 625 1451
Email : lowe.maryfrances@epa.gov Fax : 1202 625 9126

Email : me@maechols.com



Dr. Steven SUPPAN

Director of Research
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2105 First Avenue South

Minneapolis, MN 55404

Tel : 1612 870 3413

Fax : 1612 870 4846

Email : ssuppan@iatp.org

Ms. JuliaC. HOWELL
Director, Regulatory Submissions
The Coca-Cola Company

One Coca-Cola Plaza

P.O. Box 1734

Atlanta, GA 30301

Tel : 1404 676 4224

Fax : 1404 676 7166

Email : jhowell @na.ko.com

Ms. Jill SCANDRIDGE

RAM Consulting

1301 W 22" st #888

Oax Brook, IL 60523

Tel : 1630 623 6072

Fax : 1630 623 6074

Email : jill.scandridge@itsram.com

Mr.C.W.McMILLAN
President - CW. McMILLAN CO
PO Box 10009

Alexandria, VA 22310-0009

Tel : 1703 960 1982

Fax : 1 703 960 4976

Email : cwmco@aol.com

Mr. David LAMBERT

Alternate Permanent Representative
U.S. Mission to UN Agencies

Via Sardegna, 49

00187 Rome (Italie)

Tel : 39 06 4674 3507

Fax : 39 06 4788 7047

Email : lambertd@fas.usde.gov

URUGUAY

Mme Cristina VAZ

Ingénieur Agronome - Ministére de I'Agriculture, de
I'Elevage et de la Péche

Congtiluyente 1476

Montevideo

Tel : 598 2 40263 58

Fax : 598 2 4026331

Email : mgapuai @adinet.com.uy

VIET NAM

Prof. Phan Thi Kim

Director - Vietnam Food Administration
Ministry of Health

13J8A Giang Vo - Hanoi

Tel : 844-8463702

Fax : 844-8463739

Pharm. LeLeChi

Expert - Vietnam Food Administration
Ministry of Health

13J8A Giang Vo - Hanoi

Tel : 844-8463754 - Fax : 844-8463839

ZIMBABWE

Mr. David B. NHARI

Vice Chairman - Government Analyst Laboratory
P.O. Box CY 231

Causeway

Tel : 263 (4)792026

Fax : 263 (4)708527

Email : dnhari @gta.gov.zw

INTERNATIONAL GOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATIONS

IIF —1IR (Institut International du Froid —
International I nstitute of Refrigeration)

Mr. Félix DEPLEDT

177, Boulevard Malesherbes
75017 Paris (France)

Tel :33(0)142273235
Fax : 33 (0) 47 63 17 98
Email : [IFIIR@ibm.net

O.1.E (Office International des Epizooties)

Dr. Thierry CHILLAUD

Chef du Service de I’'information et des échanges
internationaux - Office International des Epizooties
12 rue de Prony - 75017 Paris (France)

Tel : 33(0) 144151888

Fax : 33 (0) 142 67 09 87

Email : information.dept@oie.int

Dr. Fernando CRESPO LEON

Chargé de mission auprés du Service Scientifique et
Technique deI'OIE

12 rue de Prony - 75017 Paris (France)

Tel : 33(0) 144151888

Fax : 33 (0) 142 67 09 87

Email : j.crespoleon@oie.int

O.1.V. (Office International dela Vigne et du vin)

Mr. Georges DUTRUC-ROSSET
Directeur Généra

18 rue d’ Aguesseau - 75008 Paris (France)
Tel : 33(0)1 44 94 80 80

Fax : 33 (0)1 42 66 90 63

Email : dgeneral@oaiv.int

Mr. Yann JUBAN

Administrateur - Unité « Droit, Réglementation et
Organisations International es »

18 rue d’ Aguesseau

75008 Peris (France)

Tel : 33(0)1 44 94 80 95

Fax : 33 (0)1 42 66 90 63

Email : yjuban@oiv.int
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EUROPEAN COMMUNITY
COMMISSION EUROPEENNE
COMUNIDAD EUROPEA

Mr. Patrick DEBOY SER

Head of Unit - European Commission
SANCO Directorate General
200ruedelaloi

B-1049 Bruxelles (Belgique)

Tel : 3222951529

Fax : 32229517 35

Email : Patrick.Deboyser@cec.eu.int

Mr. Henri BELVEZE
Administrateur Principal

232, rue Belliard

B-1040 Bruxelles (Belgique)
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M me Gudrun GALLHOFF

EC Codex Coordinator - European Commission
SANCO Directorate General
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Email : kathryn.tierney@cec.eu.int

SECRETARIAT OF THE COUNCIL
SECRETARIAT DU CONSEIL
SECRETARIA DEL CONSEJO

Mr. Paul CULLEY

Secrétariat du Conseil de I’ Union Européenne
175ruedelaloi

B-1048 Bruxelles (Belgique)

Tel : 3222856197

Fax : 3222857928

Email : dgb@consilium.eu.int

WTO/OMC (Word Trade Organisation —
Organisation M ondiale du Commer ce)

Mme Gretchen STANTON

Senior Counsellor

Agriculture and Commodities Division
WTO/OMC

1154 Rue de Lausanne
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ALINORM 01/33
APPENDIX 11

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE RULES OF PROCEDURE OF
THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION
CLARIFICATION OF RULE VI.4 (VOTING AND PROCEDUREYS)

Amend Rule V1.4 as follows (inclusion underlined):

Subject to the provisions of paragraph 5 of this Rule and paragraph 2 of Rule X, any Member of the Commission
may request aroll-call vote, in which case the vote of each Member shall be recorded.
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ALINORM 01/33
APPENDIX 111

PROPOSED DRAFT CODEX WORKING PRINCIPLESFOR RISK ANALYSIS
(Returned to Step 3 of the Procedure)

SCOPE

1) Theprinciplesfor risk analysis are intended for application in the framework of Codex Alimentarius and are
also intended to provide advice to governments where applicable.

2) The primary purpose of risk analysis by the Codex Alimentarius Commission is protecting the health of
consumers while at the same time ensuring fair practicesin the food trade.

3) The objective of the Working Principles is to ensure that Codex standards and related texts intended to
protect the health of consumers are based on risk analysis.

4) Within the framework of Codex Alimentarius Commission and its procedures, the responsibility for risk
management lies with the Commission and its subsidiary bodies, while the responsibility for risk assessment
normally lies with the Joint FAO/WHO Expert Committees and Consultations.

RISK ANALYSIS - GENERAL ASPECTS

1. Therisk anaysis process used in Codex should be [soundly based on science] consistent, open and
transparent and follow a structured approach comprising the three components of risk analysis (risk assessment,
risk management and risk communication), each component being integral to the overall risk analysis process.

2. The three components of risk analysis should be documented fully and systematically in a transparent
manner, with the documentation accessibleto all interested parties.

3.  Effective communication and consultation with all interested parties should be ensured throughout the
risk analysis process.

4.  There should be a functional separation of risk assessment and risk management, in order to ensure the
scientific integrity of the risk assessment and reduce any conflict of interest between risk assessment and risk
management. However it is recognized that risk analysis is an iterative process, and interaction between risk
managers and risk assessors are essentia for practical application

5. Precaution is an essential element of risk analysis. This is particularly important where scientific
evidence isinsufficient and negative effects on health are difficult to evaluate.

6. The needs and situations of developing countries should be specifically identified and taken into account
by the responsible bodies in the different stages of the risk analysis process.

RISK ASSESSMENT

7.  Hedlth and safety aspects of Codex decisions and recommendations should be based on arisk assessment,
as appropriate to the circumstances.

8.  The scope and purpose of the particular risk assessment being carried out should be clearly stated. The
output form and possible alternative outputs of the risk assessment should be defined

9.  Experts responsible for risk assessment should be selected in a transparent manner on the basis of their
expertise and their independence with regard to the interests involved and the procedures used to select these
experts should be documented including a public declaration of any potential conflict of interest.

10. Risk assessment should be based soundly on science and should incorporate the four steps of the risk
assessment process, i.e. hazard identification, hazard characterization, exposure assessment and risk
characterization.

11.  Risk assessment should take into account uncertainties at each step in the risk assessment process and
variability inrisk estimates.
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12.  Any constraints, uncertainties and assumptions and their impact on the risk assessment should be
documented in a transparent manner, including constraints that are likely to influence the quality of the risk
estimate. Expression of uncertainty or variability in risk estimates may be qualitative or quantitative.

13.  Risk assessments should use available quantitative data to the greatest extent possible and may include
non-measurable, qualitative data. Risk characterisations should be presented in a readily understandable and
useful form.

14. Risk assessments should be based on realistic exposure scenarios, with consideration of different
situations being defined by risk assessment policy. They should include consideration of susceptible and high
risk population groups. Acute, chronic (including long-term), cumulative and/or combined adverse health effects
should be taken into account in carrying out risk assessment.

15. Recognizing that primary production in developing countries is largely through small and medium
enterprises, risk assessment should be based on data from different parts of the world, including that from
developing countries. This data should particularly include epidemiological surveillance data and exposure
studies.

16. Risk assessment should take into account all available scientific data and relevant production and
handling practices used throughout the food chain including traditional practices, methods of analysis, sampling
and inspection and the prevalence of specific adverse health effects.

17.  The conclusions of the risk assessment should be conveyed to risk managers in areadily understandable
form. The responsibility for resolving the impact of uncertainty on the risk management decision lies with the
risk manager, not the risk assessor.

18.  To ensure atransparent risk assessment, a formal record, including a summary, should be prepared and
made available to other risk assessors and interested parties so that they can review the assessment. It should
indicate any constraints, uncertainties, assumptions and their impact on the risk assessment, and minority
opinions.

RISK ASSESSMENT POLICY
19.  Determination of risk assessment policy should be included as a specific component of risk management.

20.  Risk assessment policy consists of documented guidelines for scientific judgement and policy choices to
be applied at appropriate decision points during risk assessment.

21.  Toensurethat the risk assessment process is systematic, complete and transparent, risk assessment policy
should be established by risk managers in advance of risk assessment, in consultation with risk assessors and all
other interested parties.

22. [The mandate given by risk managers to risk assessors should be achievable, taking into account
available scientific evidence and any constraints affecting the risk assessment process.]

23.  Where necessary, risk managers may ask risk assessors to evaluate the potential risk reduction resulting
from different risk management options.

RISK MANAGEMENT

24.  Risk management decisions should have as their primary objective the protecting the heath of
consumers. Decisons on acceptable levels of risk should be determined primarily by human health
considerations, and unjustified differencesin the level of acceptable risk should be avoided.”

Joint FAO/WHO Expert Consultation on Risk Management and Food Safety
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25.  Risk management should follow a structured approach [be grounded on science-based risk assessment
and take into account other legitimate factors as appropriate]. The risk management framework includes [risk
evaluation]?, assessment of risk management options, implementation of management decisions, and monitoring
and review®.

26. In achieving agreed outcomes, risk management should take into account relevant production, storage
and handling practices used throughout the food chain including traditional practices, methods of analysis,
sampling and inspection and the prevalence of specific adverse health effects.

27.  The risk management process should be transparent, consistent and fully documented. Risk management
decisions should be documented, and where appropriate clearly identified in individual Codex standards and
related texts so as to facilitate a wider understanding of the risk management process.

28.  Risk management options should be evaluated in terms of the overall risk reduction.

29.  The outcome of the risk evaluation process should be combined with the assessment of available risk
management options in order to reach a decision on management of the risk. In arriving at a decision on risk
management, protection of consumers' health should be the primary consideration, with other legitimate factors
being considered as appropriate.

30.  Guidelines should be defined for the integration in the risk management process of legitimate factors
other than science relevant for the health protection of consumers and for the promotion of fair practices in food
trade.

31.  Inorder to avoid unjustified trade barriers, risk management should ensure transparency and consistency
in the decision-making processin al casesincluding where |legitimate factors other than science are applied.

32. Risk management should take into account the economic consegquences and the feasibility of risk
management options in developing countries. Risk management should also recognize the need for flexibility in
the establishment of standards, guidelines and other recommendations, consistent with the protection of
consumers’ health.

33.  Risk management should be a continuing process that takes into account all newly generated data in the
evaluation and review of risk management decisions. Food standards and related texts must be consistent with
new scientific knowledge and other information relevant to risk analysis.

The two following paragraphs are alternative proposals:

34. [Where relevant scientific evidence is insufficient, precaution can be exercised as an interim measure to
protect the health of consumers. However, additional information for a more objective risk assessment should be
sought and the measures taken reviewed accordingly within a reasonable timeframe.]

34. [When relevant scientific evidence is insufficient to objectively and fully assess risk from a hazard in
food", and where there is reasonable evidence to suggest that adverse effects on human health may occur, but it
is difficult to evaluate their nature and extent, it may be appropriate for risk managers to apply precaution
through interim measures to protect the health of consumers without awaiting additional scientific data and a full
risk assessment, in accordance with the following criteria’;]

35. [In such situations the following criteria should be taken into account to ensure the consistency and
transparency of the decision process:

The Committee is of the opinion that this term requires clarification or could be re-worded to avoid confusion with
“risk assessment”.

Joint FAO/WHO Expert Consultation on Risk Management and Food Safety. In the framework of Codex, the
Implementation “component” is not relevant.

[1t is recognized that hazard identification isa crucial step in this process)]

[ Some Members refer to this concept as the “ precautionary principle’ ]



41

» Following preliminary risk assessment, a specific risk is identified, or there is evidence to suggest that a
risk exists, but the cause or extent of any negative effects are unknown due to gaps or uncertainty in the
available scientific data

» the decisions taken are proportiona to the potential extent of the heath risk and based on the available
scientific data

» there should be a transparent explanation of the need for the measures and the procedures followed to
establish them

+ the decisions taken are consistent with those taken in smilar circumstances and are the |east trade restrictive
necessary to achieve protection of the health of consumers

» thedecisions are provisional and are subject to an on-going, transparent review process involving interested
stakeholders

» information should continue to be gathered to strengthen the scientific evidence and decisions taken should
be reviewed and modified, strengthened or rescinded as appropriate in the light of such information

* examination of the full range of management options should be undertaken. This should include an
assessment of the potential advantages and disadvantages of various measures, including cost/effectiveness
considerations ]|

RISK COMMUNICATION

36. Risk analysis should include clear, interactive and documented communication, between risk assessors
and risk managers, and communication with consumers and other interested partiesin all aspects of the process.

37. A magjor function of risk communication is establishing a process whereby information and opinion
essential to effective risk assessment and risk management is exchanged between all interested parties.

38.  In their communication with the public, risk managers should include a transparent explanation of the
risk assessment policy and risk assessors should identify the uncertainty in risk estimates. The need for specific
measures and the procedures followed to determine them should also be clearly explained.

39. A risk communication strategy should be proactive and include a plan specifying how information and
opinion isto be communicated.

40.  Anassessment of uncertainty in risk estimates should be included in the communication process with the
public and other interested parties.



