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MATTERS FOR ADOPTION BY THE 29™ SESSION OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS
COMMISSION

Proposed Amendments to the Procedural Manual

1. Draft Terms of Reference of the Committee on Food Additives and the Committee on Contaminants
in Foods (para. 29, Appendix 1)

2. Draft Revised Criteria for Prioritisation Process of Compounds for Evaluation by JMPR (para.39,
Appendix 1)

3. The Use of Analytical Results: Sampling Plans, Relationship between the Analytical Results, the
Measurement Uncertainty, Recovery Factors and Provisions in Codex Standards (para. 44, Appendix
V)

4, Proposed Amendments to the Rules of Procedure: Duration of the Term of Office of the Members of

the Executive Committee (para. 96, Appendix VI)

5. Proposed Amendments to the Procedures for the Elaboration of Codex Standards and Related Texts
and to the Guidelines on the Conduct of Meetings of Codex Committee and Ad hoc
Intergovernmental Task Forces (para. 129, Appendix VII)

6. Proposed Amendments to the General Principles of the Codex Alimentarius (para. 136, Appendix
VIII)

Governments and international organizations wishing to submit comments on the above amendments should do
so in writing, preferably by E-mail to the Secretary, Codex Alimentarius Commission, Joint FAO/WHO Food
Standards Programme, FAQ, Viale delle Terme di Caracalla, 00100 Rome, Italy (Email: codex@fao.org, fax :
+39 06 57054593) before 30 May 2006.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The summary and conclusions of the 23™ Session of the Codex Committee on General
Principles are as follows:

Matters for adoption by the Commission:

The Committee agreed to forward to the Commission:

the Draft Terms of Reference of the Committee on Food Additives and the Committee on
Contaminants in Foods (para. 29, Appendix I1);

the Draft Revised Criteria for Prioritisation Process of Compounds for Evaluation by
JMPR proposed by the Committee on Pesticide Residues (para.39, Appendix I11) and the
recommendations on The Use of Analytical Results: Sampling Plans, Relationship
between the Analytical Results, the Measurement Uncertainty, Recovery Factors and
Provisions in Codex Standards proposed by the Committee on Methods of Analysis and
Sampling (para. 44, Appendix IV);

the Proposed Amendments to the Rules of Procedure: Duration of the Term of Office of
the Members of the Executive Committee (para. 96, Appendix VI);

the Proposed Amendments to the Procedures for the Elaboration of Codex Standards and
Related Texts and to the Guidelines on the Conduct of Meetings of Codex Committee
and Ad hoc Intergovernmental Task Forces (para. 129, Appendix VII);

the Proposed Amendments to the General Principles of the Codex Alimentarius (para.
136, Appendix VIII);

recommendations concerning the adoption of Codex food safety standards as related to the
use of the term “interim” (para. 148).

Other matters of interest to the Commission:

The Committee

agreed to return the Proposed Draft Working Principles for Risk Analysis for Food Safety
to Step 2/3 for redrafting and further consideration at the next session (para. 77);

agreed to defer consideration of the Proposed Draft Revised Code of Ethics for
International Trade in Foods pending advice from the Committee on Food Import and
Export Inspection and Certification Systems (para. 87);

agreed to return the document on the management of the work of the Committee on
Food Hygiene to that Committee for further consideration, with a number of
amendments (para. 56, Appendix V);

agreed to consider the following questions at its next session: the proposed amendment
to the terms of reference of the Coordinating Committee for Latin America and the
Caribbean in the light of the views of other Coordinating Committees (para. 16); the
respective roles of the Coordinators and the members of the Executive Committee
elected on a geographic basis (para. 105); further amendments to the Elaboration
Procedure (paras. 114 and 124); new definitions of risk analysis terms related to food
safety (para. 162); and the content, structure, and presentation of the Procedural Manual
(para. 176).
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ALINORM 06/29/33

INTRODUCTION

1) The Codex Committee on General Principles held its Twenty-third session in Paris, France, from 10
to 14 April 2006 at the kind invitation of the Government of the French Republic. The Session was chaired
by Professor Michel Thibier, Director-General of Education and Research, Ministry for Agriculture and
Fisheries. The session was attended by 210 delegates representing 68 member countries, one Member
Organization (EC), one observer country, and 16 international organizations. A full list of participants,
including the Secretariat, is attached as Appendix I.

OPENING

2) The session was opened by Mr Francois Riegert, Deputy Cabinet Director of the Ministry of
Agriculture and Fisheries, who welcomed participants on behalf of the French government. Mr Riegert noted
that the Codex Committee on General Principles had carried out its work for more than 40 years having
regard to the two fundamental objectives of Codex, protecting consumers’ health and promoting fair
practices in food trade.

3) Mr. Riegert highlighted the difficulties in maintaining consumer confidence, especially when food
safety crisis occurred and noted that tools such as traceability could be of great help in this task. He also
noted the importance of updating Codex procedures for improving transparency and efficiency. He stressed
the necessity of reviewing the Codex Code of Ethics and, through this, of promoting Codex commitment
towards countries where import food control capacities were hampered by resources shortage. He
recommended that the guidelines on risk analysis intended for national authorities, whose daily task
consisted in implementing risk management measures, should be finalized as early as possible. Finally, Mr
Riegert expressed his satisfaction with the growing participation of developing countries and wished all
delegates a fruitful session.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (Agenda Item 1)}

4) The Committee adopted the Proposed Agenda as proposed in document CX/GP 06/23/1 as the Agenda
for the session. The Committee took noted of the declaration of division of competence between the European
Community and its Member States according to Rule 11.5 of the Rules of Procedure (CRD 1).

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

Decisions of the 28" Session of the Commission on the Work of the Committee

5) The Committee noted the decisions of the 28" Session of the Commission as presented in the
working document for information.

Matters Referred by the 28th Session of the Commission
Terms of Reference of Regional Coordinating Committees

6) The 28™ session of the Commission had considered a proposal from the Coordinating Committee for
Latin America and the Caribbean (CCLAC) to include in its terms of reference an additional bullet point:
“To promote the adoption of regional positions on strategic subjects.” The Commission had referred the
proposed amendment and its possible extension to the other Coordinating Committees to the Committee on
General Principles for further consideration.’

7) The Committee considered three options given in document CX/GP 06/23/2 Part I: (i) To endorse
the amendment to the terms of reference of the CCLAC for adoption by the 29" Session of the Commission,
in which case it would apply only to the CCLAC; (ii) To recommend to apply the same amendment to the
terms of reference of all Coordinating Committees immediately; or (iii) To seek the advice of other

! CX/GP 06/23/1 and CRD 1 (European Community)

2 CX/GP 06/23/2 Part I, CRD 2 (comments of the European Community), CRD 3 (comments of Thailand), CRD
4 (comments of Japan), CRD 6 (comments of Indonesia), CRD 7 (comments from Consumers International),
CRD 8 (comments of Malaysia), CRD 12 (comments of Chile), CRD 13 (comments of the Philippines)

3 ALINORM 05/28/41, para. 130



Coordinating Committees as to whether it should be included in their own terms of reference and reconsider
the whole question at the next session of the Committee in the light of their advice.

8) The Delegation of Argentina speaking as Coordinator for Latin America and the Caribbean said that
for some countries of their region the regular participation at Codex Committees was not possible and
through the discussion and adoption of a regional strategic position on issues of concern to the region they
could make their opinion heard.

9) No major objections were expressed to the addition proposed by the CCLAC but many delegations
considered that the terms of reference of all Coordinating Committees should remain harmonized. Several
delegations expressed the view that the concept contained in the proposed addition was already covered by
the present terms of reference. Many delegations stated that all regional Coordinating Committees should be
consulted before any decision was taken on this matter.

10) The Delegation of Canada expressed the concern that the adoption of regional positions might lead
to a loss in flexibility in discussions in Committees and the Commission. They also wondered whether
regional positions voiced by a Coordinator should be considered as representing the opinion of all countries
of the region or only those present at the session.

11) Several delegations said that it was not clear to them what was meant exactly by “strategic subjects”
or by adopting “regional positions” on them. Questions were also asked as to the difference between
adopting regional positions on strategic subjects and developing a strategic plan within Coordinating
Committees.

12) The Delegation of Argentina clarified that the CCLAC had been working between sessions towards
a strategic plan for training and exchange of information. The strategic positions would be formed on matters
of interest in meetings of the CCLAC before they were discussed in the relevant Codex committees or by the
Commission. The addition to the terms of reference would lead to more transparency but would have no
legal implications. The proposed addition might not be as relevant for other Coordinating Committees as for
the CCLAC because the degree of regional integration differed from one region to another.

13) The Delegation of Chile stated that regional coordination referred to a process while regional
positions referred to an outcome of such coordination and could make the work in Codex Committees more
efficient.

14) The representative of the Legal Counsel of FAO said that there were no problems of principle in
having different terms of reference for different Coordinating Committees as long as they were consistent
with Codex procedures. He further said that regional conferences, in FAO and WHO, had the same terms of
reference and that this was desirable also for the Coordinating Committees. He also clarified that the status
of the European Community in FAO and in Codex was defined by special rules and was not comparable to
regional positions that might be expressed by Coordinators.

15) The Chairperson of the Commission said that in his opinion it was not clear what the effect of
regional positions would be on the functioning of the Commission. He suggested giving more time to
consider the matter both from the legal point of view and from the overall implications for the Commission.

16) The Committee on General Principles decided to recommend to the CCLAC to practice the adoption
of regional positions as appropriate while keeping their terms of reference unchanged. The CCLAC was
invited to report on their experience to the 24™ Session of the CCGP. All other Coordinating Committees
were invited to discuss the possible inclusion of the sentence proposed by the CCLAC into their terms of
reference and its possible implications and report their views to the CCGP. The 24" Session of the CCGP
would consider this matter again in the light of the feedback from all Coordinating Committees.

17) The Delegation of Morocco, speaking as Coordinator for Africa, said that for this exercise it would
be helpful to have legal advice either through a document or the presence of a legal advisor at the session.
The Codex Secretariat will prepare a document on the legal implications of the inclusion of the provision on
strategic positions in the terms of reference of Coordinating Committees.

18) The Delegation of Chile voiced a reservation to the decision not to recommend the change of the
terms of reference of the CCLAC while there was no legal impediment to do so.



19) The Delegation of Switzerland, speaking as Coordinator for Europe, voiced concern about the
financial situation of the Codex programme which might lead to the cancellation of all sessions of
Coordinating Committees in 2006-2007. The Committee agreed that members should encourage FAO and
WHO to provide an adequate budget to Codex to allow the sessions to be maintained.

Terms of Reference of the Committee on Food Additives and the Committee on Contaminants in Food

20) The Committee recalled that the splitting of CCFAC into two separate Committees had been
proposed in the report of the consultants on the review of the Codex Committee structure and that this
proposal had been endorsed in principle by the 28" Session of the Commission. The Committee had before it
document CX/GP 06/23/2 Part | which contained the proposal of the Secretariat for the terms of reference of
the Codex Committee on Food Additives and of the Codex Committee on Contaminants in Food as well as a
proposed amendment to the terms of reference of the Codex Committee on Food Hygiene.

21) One delegation proposed, in the terms of reference of the Committees on Food Additives and on
Contaminants in Food, to replace the reference to toxicological evaluation with a reference to risk
assessment, for consistency with the Risk Analysis Principles Applied by the Codex Committee on Food
Additives and Contaminants. The Committee agreed to this proposal.

22) Several delegations proposed to insert a new third bullet point in the terms of reference for the
Committee on Food Additives which related to assigning functional classes to individual food additives. The
delegation, supported by other delegations, also proposed to add, in point (a) of the terms of reference for the
Committee on Contaminants in Food, a reference to naturally occurring toxicants, since the definition for
“contaminants” in the Procedural Manual was not explicitly inclusive in this regard. The Committee agreed
to these proposals.

23) Other proposals put forward by delegations included: addition or deletion of the reference to
guideline levels to or from the terms of reference for the Committees on Food additives or on Contaminants
in Food; addition of a reference to the amendment of maximum levels; deletion of the references to animal
feed from the terms of reference of the Committee on Contaminants in Food; and renaming of the Committee
on Contaminants in Food. The Committee however decided not to take on board these proposals at this stage
and recommended that the Committees on Food Additives and on Contaminants, once established, should be
invited to review their terms of reference and propose, if appropriate and necessary, further amendments to
them, taking into account these and other proposals.

24) The Committee discussed at length which Codex Committee should be responsible for issues on
food irradiation. The Committees on Food Hygiene, on Food Additives and on Contaminants in Food were
considered as Committees that could deal with the subject matter. The Committee noted that the
interdisciplinary nature of food irradiation might require coordination between relevant Codex subsidiary
bodies and should be taken into consideration if there was a need to start new work in this area in the future.

25) In reply to requests for clarification on which Committee would be responsible for addressing food
contamination by radionuclides resulting from nuclear accidents, the Codex Secretariat explained that
radionuclides are contaminants and that any ongoing or future work on this subject should be dealt with by
the Committee on Contaminants in Food.

26) The Committee recognised that there was no ongoing work on food irradiation and the assignment of
the responsibility for food irradiation to one Committee or another would not have consequences on the
management of current workload of the Committees in the immediate.

27) One delegation stated that coordination mechanisms between Codex subsidiary bodies could be
improved in particular regarding additive provisions in Commodity standards, and their terms of reference
could be reviewed in this perspective. The Delegation of the Netherlands, speaking as the host government
of the Codex Committee on Food Additives and Contaminants, stated that the matter was related to the
ongoing discussion on the Preamble of the General Standard for Food Additives.

28) The Committee agreed to recommend to the 29" Session of the Commission to amend point (g) of
the terms of reference of the Committee on Food Hygiene to include a reference to food irradiation. The
Committee also agreed that the Commission should invite the Committees on Food Hygiene, on Food
Additives and on Contaminants in Food to discuss which Committee could best address the issue of food
irradiation at their session following the next session of the Commission, and report their views to the
Committee on General Principles for further consideration of the matter if necessary.
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29) The Committee agreed to forward to the Commission the draft terms of reference of the Committees
on Food Additives and on Contaminants in Food as well as the proposed amendment to the terms of
reference of the Committee on Food Hygiene for adoption (Appendix Il). The Committee also agreed that
the new terms of reference should be reviewed by each Committee at its first session.

Sampling Plans

30) The Committee recalled that the 28" Session of the Commission had considered a proposal to revise
the Principles for the Establishment or Selection of Sampling Procedures in the Procedural Manual,
following the adoption of the General Guidelines on Sampling, and had agreed to refer this matter to the
Committee on General Principles. The Committee agreed that due to the nature of the subject it would be
preferable for CCMAS to consider this issue as a first stage, and agreed to ask the Committee on Methods of
Analysis and Sampling to review and if possible update the above Principles, with the understanding that any
proposed amendment would be submitted to the CCGP for endorsement.

Matters Referred by Other Committees

Draft revised Criteria for Prioritization Process of Compounds for Evaluation by JMPR

31) The Committee recalled that the Committee on Pesticide Residues (CCPR) currently used criteria for
the prioritization of compounds that were part of the Circular Letter distributed prior to each session to
request comments on the establishment of priorities for evaluation by JMPR. The 37" Session of the CCPR
finalized the Draft Criteria and forwarded them to the Committee on General Principles for endorsement and
to the Commission for adoption. The Secretariat indicated that some editorial amendments had been
proposed in Annex 2 of the working document in order to harmonise terminology with current Codex
terminology or for clarification purposes. The Committee considered the draft Criteria section by section and
made the following comments and amendments.

32) The Delegation of Brazil, supported by other delegations, proposed to insert a new criterion to the
effect that in order to be considered for inclusion in the priority list, the CCPR “must take into account the
identified needs of developing countries”

33) The Delegation of the United States expressed the view that, as the “General Criterion” in the
Criteria for the Establishment of Work Priorities referring to the needs of developing countries applied to all
Codex subsidiary bodies, there was no need to repeat general statements in the criteria applied by CCPR.

34) The Delegation of the Netherlands, speaking as host country for the CCPR, recalled that the
problems of developing countries in relation to MRL setting were regularly considered in that Committee;
however the establishment of MRLs for specific compounds and commaodities was conditional on the
submission of relevant data, including the results of supervised trials and JMPR could not carry out risk
assessment in the absence of such data.

35) In section 2.1 Criteria for Selecting Food Commodities, the Delegation of Colombia pointed out that
the absence of Codex MRLs for commodities produced in developing countries caused considerable trade
problems as importing countries applied a zero tolerance when no specific MRL existed. In order to address
this problem, the Delegation proposed to add a reference to commodities originating from developing
countries, as priority should be given to the establishment of MRLs for these products. This proposal was
supported by some delegations.

36) The Committee noted that as MRLs were established on the basis of the data on substances and
commodities provided to a large extent by developed countries, the CCPR had been considering how to
address the difficulties and needs of developing countries. The Secretariat informed the Committee that the
last session of the CCPR had decided to undertake a comprehensive revision of the Classification of Foods
and Feeds and that one of the issues to be addressed in the process was how to take into account the
commodities of importance to developing countries; in the same perspective, the CCPR had recently
established MRLs for spices.

37) The Committee noted that the proposed 50% minimum ratio for new compounds for allocating
priorities to new chemicals as compared to chemicals for periodic reevaluation resulted from an evolution in
the priorities for evaluation of pesticides. For many years priority had been given to the periodic reevaluation
of pesticides that were already on the market and a large number of MRLs had been reevaluated in order to
take into account updated scientific evidence and risk assessment methodologies. In more recent years
several new compounds had appeared on the market and the CCPR had recognized that their evaluation



should be carried out as a matter of priority. The Committee had therefore agreed that the proportion of new
evaluations to periodic reevaluations should be significantly increased and introduced the 50% minimum
ratio for new compounds, if possible, in the criteria for the prioritization of compounds. It was also noted that
the Draft Criteria placed special emphasis on the evaluation of new compounds with reduced acute and/or
chronic toxicity.

38) The Committee agreed to retain the 50% minimum ratio for new compounds, if possible, and to
reword paragraph 5 of section 2.1 for clarification purposes.

39) The Committee agreed to endorse the Draft Revised Criteria and to forward them for adoption to the
29" Session of the Commission, and including in the Procedural Manual after the Criteria for the
Establishment of Work Priorities (see Appendix I11). The Committee also agreed to draw the attention of the
Committee on Pesticide Residues to the concern expressed by developing countries at the present session,
regarding the need for CCPR to give priority to setting MRLs for commaodities originating from developing
countries.

The Use of Analytical Results: Sampling Plans, Relationship between the Analytical Results, the
Measurement Uncertainty, Recovery Factors and Provisions in Codex Standards

40) The Secretariat recalled that the draft recommendations were the result of extensive discussion in the
CCMAS, that they had been forwarded for advice to all commodity committees, and took into account the
general guidelines addressing analytical recovery and measurement uncertainty. It was also noted that
following the adoption of the Guidelines on Measurement Uncertainty in 2004, the CCMAS kept related
issues under review and that the Committee on Pesticide Residues had finalised guidelines on measurement
uncertainty in pesticide residue analysis for adoption by the Commission.

41) The Delegation of Thailand, referring to its written comments, expressed its concern with the
difficulties related to the establishment of sampling plans, the lack of guidance concerning the allowance for
measurement uncertainty and the provisions concerning recovery as related to Codex commodity standards
and did not agree to the endorsement of these recommendations. The Delegation expressed the view that
CCMAS should provide clear guidelines on the allowance for measurement uncertainty to facilitate its
consistent application throughout Codex.

42) The Committee noted that Commodity Committees had no obligation to establish sampling plans or
to specify measurement uncertainty or recovery factors, and that the recommendations were intended to
provide guidance to Committees to address these issues when required.

43) The Delegation of New Zealand, as host country for the Committee on Milk and Milk Products,
referred to the difficulties related to the establishment of sampling plans for milk products.

44) The Committee agreed to endorse the recommendations presented in Annex 3 of the working
document for adoption by the Commission and inclusion in the Procedural Manual (see Appendix 1V). The
Committee also recommended that the Committee on Methods of Analysis and Sampling consider the issues
related to the application of General Guidelines on Sampling and the allowance for measurement uncertainty.

MATTERS ARISING FROM THE LAST SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE ON GENERAL
PRINCIPLES: MANAGEMENT OF THE WORK OF THE COMMITTEE ON FOOD HYGIENE
(Agenda Item 2b)*

45) The Committee recalled that its last session had considered the document forwarded by the 37"
Session of the Committee on Food Hygiene on the “Proposed Process by which the Codex Committee on
Food Hygiene will Undertake its Work” for advice and agreed to request legal advice from the Legal
Counsels of FAO and WHO on the texts proposed. The first part of the document addressed internal working
procedures of the Committee while the Annex referred to the interaction between the CCFH and the expert
bodies of FAO/WHO.

46) The Secretariat indicated that the amendments proposed in Annex 1 of the working document were
intended to avoid repetition of general requirements that already existed in the Procedural Manual and to
ensure consistency with general texts such as the Working Principles for Risk Analysis. The Secretariat also
recalled that, as mentioned in the last session of the CCGP, the provisions concerning the interaction

4 CX/GP 06/23/2 Part Il, CRD 2 (comments of the EC), CRD 7 (comments of Cl), CRD 12 (comments of
Chile), CRD 13 (comments of the Philippines)



between the CCFH and JEMRA might be considered in a document describing the risk analysis policies of
the Committee.

47) The Delegation of the United States, referring to the views of the Chairperson of the Committee on
Food Hygiene, expressed general concern that the amendments proposed might prevent the Committee from
applying improved working procedures, and pointed out that many provisions were specific to the CCFH and
had been included to clarify and facilitate its tasks. The Delegation also stressed the need for effective
communication and interaction between CCFH and JEMRA, and between CCFH and other Codex
Committees as appropriate and noted that this aspect could be addressed in a specific document at a later
stage.

48) The Delegation of Austria, speaking on behalf of the Member States of the European Community
present at the session, recalled that a global review was currently taking place on the structure and mandate
of Codex committees and that the process might lead to operational changes regarding the work of the
Committee. The Delegation also supported the amendments proposed by the Secretariat in the working
document.

49) In section 4(v), the Delegation of Chile stressed the importance of ensuring adequate geographical
balance and representation of developing countries in the working group on priorities.

50) The Delegation of the United States pointed out that the original text proposed to hold the working
group on priorities on the day preceding the session in order to facilitate the participation of developing
countries. After some discussion, the Committee agreed to retain this provision and noted that the text
allowed the CCFH enough flexibility to convene the working group as required.

51) In paragraph 9, the Delegation of the United States proposed to reinsert some of the original text in
order to clarify the process and the role of the working group on priorities to prepare proposals for
consideration by the plenary session. The Committee agreed to retain paragraph 9 as originally drafted with
some minor amendments to reflect that the Committee had the possibility to decide on a case-by-case basis
how to prioritise its work at each session and to establish a working group for that purpose.

52) The Committee agreed to delete the provisions in paragraphs 12 to 14 as they were already covered
by the general provisions on new work in the Procedural Manual.

53) The Delegation of Belgium pointed out that further clarification would be required as to how
scientific advice could be sought from scientific bodies other than JEMRA, such as ICMSF.

Annex: Iterative Process between the Codex Committee on Food Hygiene and FAO/WHO for the
Conduct of Microbiological Risk Assessment

54) Several delegations expressed the view that interaction with JEMRA was the responsibility of the
Committee and should not be delegated to a Working Group, in application of the Guidelines for Physical
Working Groups and the Working Principles for Risk Analysis and therefore supported the amendment
proposed in the working document. The Delegation of Japan, sharing the concern expressed by the
Delegation of the United States as host country of CCFH, expressed the view that the Committee should be
able to delegate its responsibility to a working group, if the modalities of interaction between the Committee
and expert bodies had been determined by the Committee and if transparency was ensured in the process.

55) The Committee recommended that the Committee on Food Hygiene consider the development of a
document explaining its policies in the application of risk analysis, that might include interaction between
the CCFH and JEMRA, for possible inclusion in the Procedural Manual.

56) The Committee agreed to return the document, as amended at the present session and presented in
Appendix V, to the Committee on Food Hygiene for further consideration.

57) The Committee noted that there was no impediment for CCFH to start implementing an appropriate
process for prioritization of new work proposals as far as such process was consistent with the Codex
procedures in place.



PROPOSED DRAFT WORKING PRINCIPLES FOR RISK ANALYSIS FOR FOOD SAFETY
(Agenda Item 3)°

58) The Committee recalled that its last session had considered the Proposed Draft Working Principles
and had not been able to reach consensus on whether to proceed with the document under consideration. The
Committee had therefore agreed that a Circular Letter would invite proposals on the objective and scope of a
future Codex document on Working Principles for Risk Analysis, as well as the elements that should be
included therein, for consideration by a working group chaired by the United States, with Malaysia and
Morocco as co-chairs.

59) The Delegation of the United States informed the Committee that the comments received showed a
considerable diversity of opinions on the need for the document, as well as its scope and structure, and that a
proposed outline and elements had been put forward for consideration by the Committee with the
corresponding comments; however it had not been possible to develop the document further.

60) The Committee expressed its appreciation to the co-chairs and to the working group for their
considerable work in the consideration of complex issues and discussed how to proceed further.

61) The Delegation of Argentina, supported by other delegations, expressed the view that the main
question was whether a document on risk analysis was required and what purpose it would serve for
governments. The Delegation proposed to convene a working group between the sessions in order to allow
for an open discussion that would address these issues.

62) The Delegation of the EC supported the development of principles for risk analysis, especially in
view of the provisions of the SPS Agreement, and noted that the Risk Analysis Manual being developed by
FAO and WHO would provide useful guidance to governments, but had no legal status and could not replace
Codex guidelines at the international level. This position was supported by several delegations.

63) The Delegation of India pointed out that there was no prospect of reaching consensus in the near
future and that several developing countries were opposed to the development of a document on risk
analysis. The Delegation noted that governments could use the adopted Working Principles and the
FAO/WHO Manual at the national level and therefore proposed to discontinue work on Codex principles
intended for governments.

64) The Delegation of China, supported by other delegations, proposed to ask Coordinating Committees
their views on the development of principles for risk analysis. The Committee noted that some of these
committees had already considered this question and expressed their views in this respect. The Chairperson
noted that if all Coordinating Committees had to discuss the issue before it was considered in CCGP, this
might significantly delay the process and the Committee recognized that Coordinating Committees always
had the opportunity to consider this question if they so wished.

65) The Delegation of Cameroon pointed out that the nature and elements to be included in the
document to be developed had already been mentioned at the 22™ Session of the CCGP and it would be
appropriate to continue in this direction rather than changing the nature of the document.

66) The Delegation of New Zealand stressed that sufficient flexibility was needed to address food
control situations and regulatory approaches at the national level, which included, in contrast to Codex,
enforcement and monitoring components of risk management.

67) The Representative of WTO noted that if a national requirement is not based on an international
standard, the member state must justify its measure by a risk assessment that takes into account the risk
assessment techniques developed by Codex, OIE and IPPC in accordance with Article 5.1 of the SPS
Agreement. OIE and IPPC had developed useful guidance for governments, mainly on how to assess risks to
plant and animal health, and similar guidance by Codex could be useful to governments. Such guidance
could include reference to the FAO/WHO Risk Analysis Manual, if appropriate.

68) The Representative of WHO referred to the extensive work carried out by FAO and WHO in the area
of risk analysis and invited the Committee to develop guidance to government as a matter of priority and
demonstrate firm commitment of the Commission to assist governments in addressing significant food safety
issues. While referring to the entry into force, in 2007, of the International Health Regulations that would

> CX/IGP 06/23/2 Part Il, CRD 2 (comments of the EC), CRD 3 (comments of Thailand), CRD 5 (comments of
CRN), CRD 7 (comments of CI), CRD 9 (comments of Mexico), CRD 12 (comments of Chile), CRD 13
(comments of the Philippines), CRD 14 (proposed Terms of Reference for the Working Group)



cover public health emergencies related to food, the Representative stressed the importance of risk analysis
in order to protect consumers’ health and encouraged delegates to consider this issue in the perspective of
public health.

69) The Representative of FAO stated that the dual objective of the Codex Alimentarius Commission
consisted in protecting consumers’ health and ensuring fair practices in the food trade. The Representative
informed the Committee that the FAO/WHO Manual on Risk Analysis whose draft had been distributed
prior to the session took into account the objectives of Codex and would be soon finalized. The
Representative indicated that the use of the Manual had already been tested in four countries and that it
would be used in further cooperation activities.

70) Several observers also stressed the importance of this work and spoke in favour of its continuation.

71) The Delegation of Cameroon proposed to establish an open working group with the possibility of
appointing regional spokespersons.

72) After some discussion, the Committee agreed to convene a physical working group between the
sessions, preferably in September or October 2006, and agreed that it would be chaired by Canada with Chile
and Norway as co-chairs. The Committee welcomed the offer of the Delegation of the European Community
to provide a meeting venue in Brussels with interpretation facilities in English, French and Spanish.

73) The Committee discussed the terms of reference of the working group and recognized that as
different views were expressed on the purpose and scope of future work, an open discussion would be
necessary in order to clarify all the issues raised in the written comments and the present session.

74) Some delegations expressed the view that the terms of reference should not imply that the working
group would develop a document on risk analysis as the outcome of the discussion was not known. Other
delegations stressed that the working group should develop concrete proposals for further consideration by
the Committee and expressed their concern that the working group might result in a proposal to discontinue
work. Some delegations proposed that the working group should clarify the rationale for the development of
risk analysis principles intended for governments, identify the needs of members in this respect, define the
scope and objectives of a future document, and develop guidance on risk assessment as a priority with the
understanding that risk management and risk communication options could be developed for subsequent
discussion. Other delegations proposed to develop an outline of the document and to take into account the
work carried out by the electronic working group and presented in CX/GP 06/23/3. It was also proposed to
take into account the principles or guidelines on risk analysis already developed in the framework of Codex.
The Delegation of Costa Rica stressed the need for further analysis and reflection regarding the concept of
precaution and stated that technical and economical cooperation for the practical application of these
principles by developing countries was essential.

75) After some further discussion, the Committee agreed that the terms of reference of the physical
working group would be as follows:

a) To discuss and articulate the rationale for guidance to governments related to the application of risk
analysis by governments, based on the discussion of the present session and previous sessions of the
CCGP;

b) To describe the output that Codex may require to respond to this rationale; and

¢) To draft, for further discussion, some simple and horizontal principles on the implementation of risk
analysis by governments.

76) The Committee recalled the request of the Executive Committee to establish a timeline for the
completion of work initiated prior to 2004 and agreed that its objective was adoption by the Commission by
2008.

Status of the Proposed Draft Working Principles for Risk Analysis for Food Safety

77) The Committee agreed to return the Proposed Draft Working Principles to Step 2 for further
consideration at its next session taking into account the report of a physical working group chaired by
Canada, with Chile and Norway as co-Chairs.



PROPOSED DRAFT REVISED CODE OF ETHICS FOR INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN FOODS
(Agenda item 4)°

78) At its 22" Session the Committee discussed questions related to the Code of Ethics and noted that
the existence of a Code of Ethics in Codex was not questioned but that there was no consensus on whether
the present code should be revised or how it should be revised. The Committee agreed to ask the Committee
on Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification Systems (CCFICS) to consider whether it could
provide recommendations to address the question of “the subsequent export of food, whether imported or
produced domestically, that had been found to be unsafe or unsuitable or otherwise did not meet the safety
standards of the exporting country”, within its terms of reference, and also consider whether further guidance
could be provided to remedy the problems faced by countries with insufficient capacity to conduct import
food control. The Committee also agreed to suspend consideration of the Proposed Draft Code of Ethics,
currently at steps 3/4 until the present session pending the reply from the CCFICS.’

79) The 14™ Session of the CCFICS agreed to establish an electronic Working Group, led by Canada to
develop a discussion paper for consideration at its 15" Session.®

80) At the present session the Committee was invited to consider how to proceed with the work on the
Code of Ethics.

81) The Delegation of Australia, as host country to the CCFICS, proposed that the work on the Code of
Ethics in the CCGP should be deferred until the next session. This would to allow the CCFICS working
group to finish its work and advise the CCFICS. The CCFICS would then discuss at its 15" session which
parts of the work could be undertaken within the CCFICS and provide an indication as to what other
elements of work could be addressed by the CCGP. Many delegations and some observers supported the
proposal made by Australia.

82) Several delegations and observers stressed the importance of having a strong and effective Code of
Ethics within Codex because it could protect especially developing countries that have a weak import control
system from importing sub-standard produce.

83) Some observers were of the opinion that the Code of Ethics should apply to a wider spectrum of
international trade of food to achieve better public health protection especially for vulnerable consumers.

84) The Delegation of Costa Rica and one observer were in favour of discontinuing work on the Code of
Ethics because in their view Codex work should be based on scientific evidence and not on ethics. It was
also unclear to them who would control the observance of the provisions of a Code of Ethics.

85) The Delegation of Zimbabwe, while recognizing the importance of the Code of Ethics for
developing countries, recalled that at the last session many developing countries had expressed the view that
control was better than trust, and that FAO and WHO should assist countries with developing efficient
import control systems.

86) In reply to a question raised by one delegation, the Representative of the World Trade Organization
expressed the view that it would be difficult to see how the Codex Code of Ethics could have relevance in
terms of the SPS and TBT Agreements and clarified that neither the WTO Secretariat nor the SPS or TBT
Committees had the right to provide legal interpretation on the status of a Codex Code of Ethics under WTO
agreements including in the case of a trade dispute. The Representative stated that the SPS and TBT
Agreements recognised the rights of governments to take necessary measures to control import of goods, but
did not prescribe any actions that had effect outside their own territory.

Status of the Proposed Draft Revised Code of Ethics for International Trade in Food

87) The Committee decided to suspend work on the Code of Ethics, currently at Step3/4, until its next
session to await the outcome of discussions in CCFICS. The Committee agreed that the current revision
work should be completed by 20009.

CX/GP 06/23/4, CRD 2 (comments of European Community), CRD 7 (comments of Consumers International),
CRD 12 (comments of Chile), CRD 13 (comments of the Philippines)
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES OF PROCEDURE (Agenda Item 5)

DURATION OF THE TERM OF OFFICE OF THE MEMBERS OF THE EXECUTIVE
COMMITTEE (Agenda Item 5 (a))°

88) The representative of the Legal Counsel of FAO introduced document CX/GP 06/23/5 Part |
prepared at the request of the Committee at its 22" Session. He recalled that the item under discussion had
been first raised at the 20" Session of the Committee in the light of the decision taken in 2003 to hold annual
sessions of the Commission, as well as of the pending amendment to the Rules of Procedure to include the
Coordinators as members of the Executive Committee, which was adopted by the Commission at its 28"
Session. The Committee agreed, at its 21% Session, to review and harmonize as far as possible the terms of
office of the various categories of members of the Executive Committee, with due regard to the need to
reconcile a desirable degree of continuity in the tenure of the members with the necessary flexibility to
accommodate possible changes in the periodic pattern of regular sessions of the Commission.

89) At its 22" Session, the Committee requested the Secretariat to prepare possible models for the
implementation of an option where the term of office would extend to two regular sessions of the
Commission, with the possibility of re-election for a second term of the same duration, but with a maximum
of four years of tenure. The Commission also agreed that the model concerning the term of office of the
Coordinators would be tied to the cycle of meetings of Coordinating Committees, which were usually held
every two years and favored a term of office of two years with the possibility of re-appointment for another
term.

90) The Committee reviewed the various options prepared by the Legal Offices of FAO and WHO in
response to its request and took particular note of the fact that, in the absence of an established uniform
pattern of regular sessions of the Commission, any proposed amendments were of a complex nature and their
implications needed to be carefully assessed.

91) As regards the particular situation of the Chairperson and the three Vice-Chairpersons, the
Committee noted that the current rule did not allow these officers to serve for more than two years in so far
as the Commission met annually and that the period of two years might be too short for ensuring continuity
in the strategic direction of the Commission. After some discussion, the Committee agreed to a proposal that
these officers could be re-elected twice, provided however that this should not result in them serving for
more than four years. Accordingly, the Committee agreed to propose an amendment to Rule 11, paragraph
1, to the effect that the Chairperson and the Vice-Chairpersons shall be eligible for re-election twice,
provided that by the end of their second term of office they have not served for a period of more than two
years.

92) As regards the members elected on a geographic basis, the Committee agreed to the second option
presented in paragraph 21 of the working document and agreed to propose an amendment to Rule V,
paragraph 1, to make these members eligible for re-election if they have not served for more than two years
in their current term. After having served two consecutive terms, however, they shall be ineligible to hold
such office for the next succeeding term.

93) The Committee considered at some length the various proposals made regarding the Coordinators
and noted that, while their term of office was tied to the cycle of meetings of Coordinating Committees,
some flexibility was required when considering the duration of their term of office. In addition, the
Committee noted that although, in normal circumstances, they should be nominated by the relevant
Coordinating Committee, situations could arise where it might not be possible to do so, either because the
Coordinating Committees could not be held or could not agree on a nomination.

94) Eventually, the Committee agreed to propose an amendment to Rule 1V, paragraph 2, according to
which Coordinators shall, in principle, be nominated at each session of the relevant Coordinating Committee
established under Rule XI, paragraph (b) (ii), and appointed at the following regular session of the
Commission and hold office from the end of this session, and might be reappointed for one further term,
provided that the Commission shall make such arrangements as might be necessary in order to ensure
continuity in the functions of the Coordinators.

° CXIGP 06/23/5 Part I, CRD 2 (comments of the EC), CRD 7 (comments of Cl), CRD 8 (comments of
Malaysia), CRD 11 (comments of Iran), CRD 12 (comments of Chile), CRD 13 (comments of the Philippines)
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95) After the discussions and conclusions above, the Committee was of the view that there was no need
to consider options for the staged renewal of the members of the Executive Committee at this time.

Status of the Proposed Amendments to the Rules of Procedure

96) The Committee decided to forward the proposed amendments to the 29™ Session of the Commission
for adoption as agreed by the Committee, with the understanding that the Secretariat would make any
consequential adjustments to the Rules of Procedure that might be necessary (see Appendix VI).

RESPECTIVE ROLES OF THE REGIONAL COORDINATORS AND THE MEMBERS OF THE
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE ELECTED ON A GEOGRAPHIC BASIS (Agenda Item 5 (b))™

97) The representative of the Legal Counsel of FAO introduced document CX/GP 06/23/5 Part Il. He
recalled that, at its 20™ Session, the CCGP endorsed a proposal that a Circular Letter be sent seeking the
views of the Members as to the respective roles of the Coordinators and the members elected on a
geographic basis in the Executive Committee. The Coordinating Committees expressed a range of views
which were referred to the Commission at its 28" Session, on the basis of which the Commission recognized
that there was a need for clarification of the respective roles of the Coordinators and the members elected on
a geographic basis, given the new status of the Coordinators as members of the Executive Committee.

98) In this connection, document CX/GP 06/23/5 Part Il recalled that the issue was not entirely new as it
had been the subject of past debate within the Committee. In 1992 the Committee had expressed the view
that while elected on a geographic basis, the members of the Executive Committee, once elected, were
expected to ensure that the general concerns and interests of the region were reflected in the Executive
Committee decisions and not to present the views of the countries of their region, and that the Coordinators
were better placed to be able to ascertain the views of the countries of their region.

99) In the document, the Legal Offices of FAO and WHO put forward two observations of a legal
nature. First, the primary function of the members elected on a geographic basis within the Executive
Committee should continue to be to represent the interests of the Commission as a whole, while the
Coordinators were expected to represent the interest of the concerned regions or group of countries. Second,
the issue was linked to that of the composition of delegations to the Executive Committee. Insofar as except
for the Chairperson or Vice-Chairpersons, all other members of the Executive Committee are countries, i.e.
Members, not individuals, from a legal point of view there would be no impediment to the delegations
including as many individuals as designated by the Member. However, this was obviously subject to such
working arrangements intended to facilitate the efficient functioning of the Executive Committee as the
Commission may establish.

100) In the ensuing debate, many delegations stated that the roles of the Coordinators and the members
elected on a geographic basis should be differentiated. In this regard, the Committee noted a view, consistent
with the above, that the members elected on a geographic basis were expected to act within the Executive
Committee in the overall interests of the Commission as a whole, while the primary role, if not the
obligation, of the Coordinators was to present the opinions of their respective regions on matters under
discussion within the Executive Committee. In this connection, the Committee noted a proposal that current
arrangements regarding the composition of delegations to meetings of the Executive Committee should
continue to apply, but the two advisers to the Members elected on a geographic basis should be nationals of
countries other than the Member.

101) The Committee noted that any changes in current arrangements regarding the composition of
delegations to meetings of the Executive Committee might not only have implications on the efficiency of
the Committee as an executive body, but also could raise logistical problems if such changes resulted in an
increased number of individuals participating in its sessions.

102) The Committee noted a range of other views. Some delegations were of the opinion that as the
Coordinators had become Members of the Executive Committee, the advisers should assist the Coordinators,
rather than the Members elected on a geographic basis, in order better to convey diverse views within a
region. The advisors should come from countries belonging to a sub-region other than that of the member.
Another delegation expressed the view that that it was for the Member elected on a geographic basis and the
Coordinator to decide as to which party should be assisted by the two advisors. Some delegations expressed

10 CX/GP 06/23/5 Part 11, CRD 2 (comments of the European Community), CRD 8 (comments of Malaysia),
CRD 12 (comments of Chile)
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the view that, in practical terms, it continued to be difficult to distinguish the status of the Members elected
on a geographic basis and the Coordinators. One delegation suggested that the member elected on a
geographic basis could act as a co-chair in the meetings of Coordinating Committees.

103)  Other delegations referred to financial difficulties associated with the participation of advisers. The
Committee noted that currently the FAO/WHO Trust Fund for Enhanced Participation in Codex did not
cover attendance to the meetings of the Executive Committee but that in accordance with Rule X111.3 of the
Rules of Procedure, Coordinators and Members elected on a geographic basis could request financial
support, for one individual per delegation, to attend the Executive Committee.

104) The Committee noted that while the responsibilities to host and designate the Chairperson of the
concerned Coordinating Committee continued in practice to be discharged by the Coordinators, they were
nevertheless deleted from the Rules of Procedure, when the Coordinators ceased to be individuals to become
Members. The Committee therefore agreed to request the Secretariat to prepare an amendment to the Rules
of Procedure clarifying these responsibilities of the Coordinator, for consideration at its next session.

105) In addition, the Committee agreed to re-examine the item of the respective roles of the Coordinators
and the members of the Executive Committee elected on a geographic basis, at its forthcoming session.
Meanwhile, the Committee invited delegations to continue to examine the issue, including as appropriate in
the framework of the Coordinating Committees, so that a consensus position on the matter could be reached
at its forthcoming session.

PROPOSED DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO THE PROCEDURES FOR ELABORATION OF CODEX
STANDARDS AND RELATED TEXTS (Agenda Item 6(a))™

106)  Following a decision taken at the 22" Session of the Committee, the Delegation of India presented a
discussion paper providing the objectives and rationale for proposed changes to the Elaboration Procedure
concerning the following items: (i) Reference to decisions taken by consensus in the Elaboration Procedure,
including a definition of that term; (ii) Elaboration of provisions on how to take into account the situation of
developing countries within the Critical Review; (iii) Scope of the Critical Review including the basis of the
decision to entrust work to a Committee other than the one to which it had originally been entrusted.

107)  Several delegations supported the proposals of India in general while many delegations stated that
the proposals made by India provided a basis for further discussion but that more time for reflection and
discussion was needed. Several comments were made by other delegations to the different items proposed.

108) Concerning item (i) many delegations supported the approach suggested by India and stated that the
definition of consensus was important. Others made reference to the decision at the 21* Session of the
Committee that no new work should be undertaken on a definition of “consensus”, until more experience had
been gained in the application of the Measures to Facilitate Consensus.** They were of the opinion that this
decision was still valid and more time was needed before revisiting the issue.

109)  Concerning item (ii) several delegations were of the opinion that the need to take into account the
situation of developing countries was already addressed in the provisions concerning the Critical Review.

110)  Several delegations expressed the view that the proposed inclusion of an additional obligation for the
Committee or member proposing new work to address the cultural and traditional practices of developing
countries was not appropriate. They considered that these issues could be better addressed in bilateral trade
negotiations between importers and exporters.

111)  Concerning the proposed inclusion of the obligation to address the economic impact on developing
countries it was mentioned that this might put an unreasonably high burden on the party proposing a new
standard as this information might not be readily available.

112)  Concerning item (iii) responding to the proposal to eliminate the Critical Review at Step 8 of the
Elaboration Procedure, several delegations stressed that the role of the Executive Committee in managing the
standard setting process should not be weakened in any way, given that its strategic management function
had only recently been strengthened. Concerning the proposal to add an obligation for the Executive
Committee to consult the Committee previously entrusted with a task before proposing that it be undertaken

u CX/GP 06/23/6 Part-1, CRD 2 (comment of EC), CRD 3 (comments of Thailand), CRD 7 (comments of CI),
CRD 8 (comments of Malaysia), CRD 11 (comments of Iran), CRD 12 (comments of Chile)
12 ALINORM 05/28/33, para. 10
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by a different Committee, the Committee noted that this might be difficult and time consuming in case of
Committees working only by Correspondence or meeting at a longer interval.

113) The Delegation of the Republic of Korea, speaking as Coordinator of Asia, supported further
discussion of this matter at the next session of the Committee and proposed that the item be placed high in
the provisional agenda. The Secretariat clarified that in drawing up the provisional agenda for the next
session priority had to be given to the items which the Commission had already approved as new work.

114)  The Committee thanked India for the preparation of the discussion paper. However the Committee
considered that it was yet premature to request approval of the Commission to initiate new work on these
subjects. The Committee agreed that the discussion of the issue be continued at its next session.

REVIEW OF THE PROCEDURES FOR THE ELABORATION OF CODEX STANDARDS AND
RELATED TEXTS (Agenda Item 6b)*

115)  The Committee recalled that the 28" Session of the Commission had agreed that, following the
abolition of the Acceptance Procedure, the CCGP should undertake the review of the three last sections in
Elaboration Procedures, on the basis of a document to be prepared by the Secretariat.

Guide to the Consideration of Standards at Step 8 of the Procedure of the Elaboration of Codex
Standards including Consideration of any Statement Relating to Economic Impact

116)  The Secretariat indicated that several provisions of a general nature in the Guide were adequately
covered in other sections of the Procedural Manual, especially the Elaboration Procedures, and therefore
proposed to delete the Guide and to transfer its main provisions to other relevant sections of the Manual;
alternative proposals for amendment to the Guide were also presented in the working document.

117)  The Committee agreed to delete the current Guide and to transfer its relevant provisions to other
sections of the Procedural Manual, as follows.

118) The Committee agreed to insert a statement concerning economic impact in the section on Step 8 in
the Uniform Procedure for the Elaboration of Codex Standards and Related Texts, as a similar statement
already existed in the section on Step 5.

119) The Delegation of Chile expressed the view that in the future, some clarification should be provided
as to the parameters to be used to assess the economic impact of standards, including consideration of the
impact caused by the lack of a standard for a specific commodity.

120) The Committee agreed to harmonize the provisions concerning Step 5, Step 5 (accelerated) and Step
8 regarding the outcome of the Critical Review, and the provisions concerning Step 5 (Accelerated) and Step
8 regarding regional standards.

121) The Committee agreed to insert additional clarification on the submission of Circular Letters
requesting comments at Step 8 in the Guidelines on the Conduct of Meetings of Codex Committee and Ad
hoc Intergovernmental Task Forces.

Guide to the Procedure for the Revision and Amendment of Codex Standards

122)  The Committee agreed to correct an editorial error in paragraph 3 in order to provide the correct
reference to the Introduction to the Elaboration Procedure.

Arrangements for the Amendment of Codex Standards Elaborated by Codex Committees which have
Adjourned sine die

123)  The Secretariat indicated that some amendments were proposed to the Guide to the Procedure for
the Revision and Amendment of Codex Standards as well as the Arrangements for the Amendment of Codex
Standards Elaborated by Codex Committees which have Adjourned sine die but drew the attention of the
Committee to the possibility of merging these two sections into a single document which would address the
amendment and revision of Codex standards elaborated by all subsidiary bodies, whether active or
adjourned, in a more systematic manner.

B CX/GP 06/23/6 Part Il, CRD 2 (comments of the EC), CRD 3 (comments of Thailand), CRD 7 (comments of
Cl), CRD 12 (comments of Chile), CRD 13 (comments of the Philippines)
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124)  The Committee supported this approach and agreed that the Secretariat would prepare a draft of this
combined document for consideration by the next session. The Committee noted some proposals for
amendment and agreed that they would be taken into account in the revision of the documents, as follows.

125)  Several delegations suggested that the terms “revision” and “amendment” be clarified in the new
proposal.

126) The Delegation of Malaysia proposed to amend paragraph 1 bis) of the Guide to reflect that the
proposals for amendment were subject to the approval of the Commission.

127)  As regards the Arrangements for the Amendment of Codex Standards, the Delegation of the United
States pointed out that changes in scientific evidence were the most important reason for the revision or
amendment of a standard and therefore proposed to insert an amended paragraph g) as the first entry on the
list. In paragraph 3 a), the Delegation of Malaysia proposed to reflect that changes could be proposed “at the
request of members”.

128) The Committee agreed that the request from the Committee on Fresh Fruits and Vegetables and the
Commission as to how to address minor amendments to Codex Standards would be addressed during the
revision of these two documents at the next session of the Committee.

Status of the Revision of the Procedures for the Elaboration of Codex Standards and Related Texts

129)  The Committee agreed to forward the proposed amendments mentioned above to the 29" Session of
the Codex Alimentarius Commission for adoption (see Appendix VII).

REVIEW OF THE GENERAL PRINCIPLES OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS
(Agenda Item 7)*

130) The Committee recalled that the 28" Session of the Commission had abolished the Acceptance
Procedure. This resulted also in the deletion of paragraph 4 of the section on Codex Alimentarius: not a
Substitute for, or Alternative to, Referring to National Legislation of the Guidelines for the Acceptance
Procedure for Codex Standards. At the Commission session, the Delegation of Australia expressed the view
that this paragraph contained important principles of the Codex Alimentarius and provided guidance to
member countries on how to implement or give regard to Codex standards in developing national
regulations. The Commission agreed to request the Committee on General Principles to review the General
Principles of the Codex Alimentarius to consider how the concepts reflected in the deleted sections could be
integrated, taking into account the written comments made by Australia and other members.™

131) One observer stated that even though the Acceptance Procedure had been deleted Codex still needed
to develop means to monitor the use of Codex Standards at the national level to assess how Codex
Committees achieve their mandate.

132) The Committee reviewed each section of the General Principles and agreed to all the changes
proposed in the working document for the four existing sections of the General Principles.

133)  One observer mentioned that the words “to facilitate international trade“ at the end of the section
“Purpose of the Codex Alimentarius” should reflect the dual mandate of Codex and should be replaced with
the phrase “protecting the health of consumers and ensuring fair practices in the food trade”. The Committee
did not agree to this proposal, noting that making a substantive change was outside the mandate given to the
Committee by the Commission.

134) The Committee agreed to insert as the new first paragraph under the section “Nature of Codex
Standards”, the text to reflect the concepts in the deleted paragraph 4 from the Acceptance Procedure as
follows: “Codex standards and related texts are not a substitute for, or alternative to national legislation.
Every country’s laws and administrative procedures contain provisions which it is essential to comply with.”

135) The Delegations of Argentina and Chile were of the opinion that it would be more logical to include
this text in the first section of the General Principles.

1 CX/GP 06/23/7, CRD 2 (comments of the EC), CRD 3 (Thailand), CRD 7 (comments of Cl), CRD 8
(comments of Malaysia), CRD 12 (comments of Chile), CRD 13 (comments of the Philippines)
B ALINORM 05/28/41, para. 34
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Status of the Amendment to the General Principles of the Codex Alimentarius

136) The Committee decided to forward the proposed amendment to the General Principles to the 29"
Session of the Commission for adoption. (See Appendix VIII).

CONSIDERATION OF THE TERM INTERIM AS RELATES TO THE ADOPTION OF CODEX
STANDARDS AND RELATED TEXTS (Item 8)*

137) The Committee considered this item on the basis of document CX/GP 06/23/8. The document
recalled that, at its 27" Session, the Commission decided to request the CCGP to clarify the interpretation of
the “adoption on an interim basis” and noted again, at its 28" Session, that the CCGP would examine the
matter. The document included a detailed overview of the context in which the issue was raised, notably in
the Committee on Pesticide Residues in connection with proposals to adopt interim maximum residue levels
for some compounds, and in the context of the Committee on Residues of Veterinary Drugs in Foods. The
document provided also background information on past discussions of the matter at the Commission.

138)  The representative of the Legal Counsel of FAO indicated that it was recognized that there could be
exceptional situations where recourse to interim standards was justified. However, any standards Codex
adopts were required to be science-based and rely on international risk assessment procedures recognized by
the Commission. He also mentioned that the Procedural Manual did not make provision for interim standards
and that, in the event that the Codex Commission should adopt interim standards, it should take a very
prudent and restrictive approach to such solution. In any case, any interim standards should be established
for a pre-defined period of time, at the end of which they should cease to produce any effects.

139)  The representative of WHO expressed the view that interim standards might be required and that, in
such case, they should be subject to strict conditions, as follows: (a) they should only be considered in
exceptional situations when public health reasons require timely action and such timeliness cannot be met
through standard procedures; (b) have to be based on international risk assessments and (c) must define the
time frame. If, at the end of that time frame, the temporary measure is not replaced the standard would
expire.

140) Several delegations expressed their concerns with the notion of interim standards, as it could be
understood that they were based on insufficient data and that the international risk assessment had not been
completed, and therefore supported the conclusion that the Commission, as a rule, should not establish
interim standards. Some delegations also highlighted the negative implications some standards might have
for developing countries and stressed that any urgent food safety issues would be preferably addressed by an
acceleration in the standard setting process, using options currently available in the Elaboration Procedure.

141)  Several delegations noted the importance of expediting standards development within Codex, using
existing rules.

142) The Delegation of Costa Rica considered that in this matter consistency should be ensured with the
result of the 38" Session of the CCPR and at the same time pointed out that term interim had to be defined
and made a proposal in this respect. Finally the Delegation referred to the necessity of resolving the legal
guestions and the timeframe in relation to this type of standards.

143)  Some delegations supported the adoption of interim standards in specific cases to address urgent
food safety issues if a clear justification was provided, and proposed that the deadline for the validity of such
standards might be extended if required.

144)  The Committee noted that the last session of the Committee on Pesticide Residues had agreed to
discontinue the Pilot Project for Estimation of National MRLs as Interim Codex MRLs for Safer
Replacement Pesticides that had resulted in the adoption of interim MRLs for three pesticides at the 28"
Session of the Commission, that the data for these MRLs had been evaluated by JMPR and the MRLs had
been advanced through the current Procedure. The Committee on Pesticide Residues had also agreed not to
develop further a new procedure whereby Proposed Draft MRLs proposed by JMPR would be forwarded to
Step 5/8 as interim MRLs, but had agreed that they would be advanced to Step 5/8 as final MRLs if no intake
concerns had been identified by JMPR.

16 CX/GP 06/23/8, CRD 2 (comments of the European Community), CRD 12 (comments of Chile)
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145)  The Delegation of the United States clarified that the interim MRLs developed by CCPR and
adopted by the Commission were based on scientific risk assessment including an evaluation according to
JMPR procedures.

146)  The Representative of WTO recalled that under Article 5.1 of the SPS Agreement, governments
must base their measures on risk assessment, or under its Article 5.7, may adopt a provisional measure if
relevant scientific evidence is insufficient. Taking into account Article 3.2 of the SPS Agreement, the use of
a Codex standard that was not based on an appropriate risk assessment could put governments in
contradiction with their SPS obligations.

147)  The Committee noted that according to paragraph 10 of the Working Principles for Risk Analysis for
Application in the Framework of the Codex Alimentarius, when there is evidence that a risk to human health
exists, but scientific data are insufficient or incomplete, the Codex Alimentarius Commission should not
proceed to elaborate a standard but should consider elaborating a related text, such as a code of practice,
provided that such a text would be supported by the available scientific evidence.

148) The Committee endorsed the suggested course of action set out in paragraph 42 of the document
CX/GP 06/23/8 and recommended its approval by the Commission, as follows:

e The Commission should not adopt any food safety standards at Step 8, whether they are called
temporary or interim, that are not substantiated by the scientific advice of expert bodies and
consultations recognized by the Commission, in accordance with the Working Principles for Risk
Analysis for Application in the Framework of the Codex Alimentarius.

e Where draft standards are based on international risk assessments as mentioned above, the
Commission might still wish to adopt them and at the same time commit itself to revisiting the
matter in the near future; in this case, the Commission should generally refrain from using the term
“interim” or “temporary”, which could introduce ambiguity as to their status, including from a
legal standpoint.

e The Commission should be very cautious in adopting standards having a limited lifetime; should
the Commission choose to do so, then the time period for “automatic” expiration must be clearly
defined, since all standards adopted by the Commission would be presumed to remain in force
until they are revoked or replaced by new or revised standards adopted by the Commission.

PROPOSED NEW DEFINITIONS OF RISK ANALYSIS TEMS RELATED TO FOOD SAFETY
(Agenda Item 9)*

149) The Committee recalled that its last session had considered the information provided by the
Committee on Meat Hygiene concerning risk analysis definitions, and the proposals for definition of
“process criterion” and “risk based” included in the Draft Code of Hygienic Practice for Meat, subsequently
adopted by the Commission. The Committee had welcomed the proposal of New Zealand to prepare a
discussion paper providing the background to these definitions and clarify how they might be considered for
general use in the framework of Codex.

150) The Delegation of New Zealand pointed out that the term “risk based” was not used adequately and
consistently throughout Codex and that there was no clear understanding of the conditions related to the
establishment of “risk based” standards. The document recalled that Codex standards were based on
scientific evidence and were aimed at eliminating or reducing exposure to hazards, but were not linked to
actual human health outcomes, whereas “risk based” standards should be formulated on current knowledge
on risks and aimed at achieving an established level of human health protection.

151) The Delegation noted that as risk based standards were outcome driven, they could allow flexibility
in the process, and that this approach was applied at the national level in New Zealand. Taking into account
that the elaboration of such standards required a systematic risk management process, the Delegation
highlighted the relevance of the risk management framework and structured approach, as recommended by
FAO/WHO and the Working Principles for Risk Analysis, especially as regards microbiological risk
management. The Delegation noted that although it might be premature to consider a definition at this stage,
the paper provided a starting point for the definitions of “risk based” and “risk management framework” that
might be further considered by the Committee.

Y7 CXI/GP 06/23/9, CRD 2 (comments of the EC), CRD 7 (comments of Cl), CRD 12 (comments of Chile)



17

152)  Some delegations noted that the initial purpose of the document, as agreed at the last session, was to
consider definitions of “risk based” and “science based”, however only the questions related to “risk based”
standards were addressed in the discussion paper, and further consideration might be given to the term
“science based”. Several delegations expressed their interest in the new concepts formulated in the paper and
noted that these would require careful consideration before the Committee could undertake new work in this
area.

153) Some delegations expressed the view that the application of the risk management framework to
develop risk based standards should not detract from the application of risk analysis as currently understood
in Codex, and especially the need for a thorough risk assessment as the basis for risk management decisions.
Other delegations pointed out that the approach highlighted in the document was mainly applicable to
microbiological risk management.

154)  Some delegations stressed the need to take into account the possible consequences at the level of
WTO, of a categorization of Codex standards.

155)  The Representative of WTO noted that confusion between the various terms used in the framework
of risk analysis should be avoided and welcomed further discussion on the issues raised in the working
document, in order to provide useful guidance to governments, and also noted that the application of risk
analysis at the national level might differ according to the circumstances of the countries concerned.

156)  The Representative of WHO pointed out that confusion still existed on the terms “science based” and
“risk based” and supported further discussion of the proposals of New Zealand to consider these issues, and
highlighted that there were significant differences in the risk analysis procedures followed for
microbiological hazards, as compared to chemical hazards.

157)  Some delegations pointed out that in view of the complexity of the subject, it would be useful to
illustrate the background and application of “risk based” standards and to strengthen the aspects related to
concrete application of the concept by governments. The Delegation of the United Kingdom, referring to its
experience in this area, noted the importance of preliminary risk management activities in the development
of risk based standards and agreed to collaborate with New Zealand in the development of the paper, which
would include examples.

158)  One delegation stressed the importance of further considering the definitions of risk assessment, risk
analysis, and risk management as included in the Procedural Manual. Another delegation recommended that
relevant activities and definitions by FAO and WHO expert consultations should be taken into account.

159) The Committee expressed its appreciation to the Delegation of New Zealand for this document that
addressed complex issues through new concepts, and agreed that the question of risk based standards should
be considered at the next session of the Committee.

160) The Delegation of New Zealand, supported by other delegations, suggested that the working group
on the risk analysis principles might consider these issues as they were closely related. Some delegations
however proposed to keep this issue separate as the terms of reference of the working group concerned only
the development of principles for risk analysis.

161) The Committee agreed that the delegations that would participate in the working group could also
hold informal consultations on the question of “risk based” standards, possibly in the form of a workshop in
conjunction with the proposed working group meeting.

162) The Committee agreed that the Delegation of New Zealand would revise the discussion paper for
further consideration at the next session and that, if possible, it would be made available to the participants in
the working group on risk analysis.

CONSIDERATION OF THE STRUCTURE AND PRESENTATION OF THE PROCEDURAL
MANUAL (Agenda Item 10)*

163)  The Secretariat introduced the revised discussion paper that had been prepared following the general
discussion held at the last session of the Committee on the structure and presentation of the Procedural
Manual and included the update of the contents of the Manual following the amendments adopted by the 28"
Session of the Commission.

18 CX/GP 06/23/10, CRD 2 (comments of the EC), CRD 8 (comments of Malaysia), CRD 12 (comments of Chile)



18

164)  The Delegation of Brazil, supported by several delegations, expressed the view that only procedural
texts of a horizontal nature should be included in the Procedural Manual and proposed to include the texts
that applied to specific areas of work or committees in a second VVolume or an Annex, and in particular the
texts on risk analysis applying to the Committee on Food Additives and Contaminants.

165) The Delegation of Cameroon proposed that titles be given to the different sections of the Procedural
Manual to facilitate reference.

166)  As regards Section Il of the Procedural Manual on risk analysis, the Committee recalled that the
Commission had decided that the documents on risk analysis policies developed by Codex Committees
should be included in the Procedural Manual as they were complementary to the Working Principles for Risk
Analysis.

167)  The Committee discussed whether definitions should be included in the Procedural Manual and if so,
where, and noted the following proposals made in the discussion: retaining definitions in the Procedural
Manual while publishing them as a separate text on the Codex website for ease of reference; including the
definitions related to risk analysis in the Working Principles for Risk Analysis; publishing the definitions for
methods of analysis and sampling separately; and preparing a glossary of definitions placed at the beginning
of the Manual, together with the explanation for frequently used abbreviations.

168) Some delegations proposed to include an index at the end of the Manual for reference purposes. The
Secretariat indicated that although technical difficulties had been encountered to produce an index, its
inclusion would be considered in a future edition of the Manual. The Secretariat also informed the
Committee that in view of budget constraints, paper distribution of working documents for Codex sessions
had been discontinued, and that adopted standards would, in principle, be published only on the website and
as a CD-ROM.

169) Several delegations supported the inclusion of criteria or procedures developed by individual
committees in the Manual, preferably as a second Volume or Annex. It was however noted that the current
session had endorsed for adoption by the Commission the Criteria for Prioritization applicable to the
Committee on Pesticide Residues for inclusion after the general Criteria for Work Priorities, and it was
agreed that the question of how to present specific criteria and procedures would require further
consideration.

170) The Committee also agreed to consider further how to address the general decisions of the
Commission as it was noted that only the decisions taken from 1995 onwards were currently included in the
Manual.

171)  The Committee welcomed the offer of the Secretariat to prepare an outline of a new, possible version
of the Procedural Manual that would contain two parts or two volumes: 1) procedural texts of general
application to the operation of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies; and 2) specific texts applying to an
area of work or a Committee.

172)  The Delegation of Cameroon proposed to group under a single entry the terms of reference of
coordinating committees as long as they remained identical and noted that they all contained eight points
from a) to h). The Committee noted that currently the membership provisions of the Coordinating Committee
for Europe were slightly different and noted that current practice was to list each committee with its terms of
reference and the list of sessions held since its establishment.

173)  Some delegations proposed to retain only the terms of reference of Codex Committees and Task
Forces and to delete the list of meetings that had taken place since their establishment, as it took a
considerable space in the Manual and did not provide useful information. Other delegations pointed out that
it provided an important reference and allowed follow up, especially in the case of Coordinating Committees.
It was also proposed to include the ALINORM code of the report of each session for reference purposes.

174)  The Committee supported the proposal made in the working document to delete the year of revision
or amendment in the reference to Codex standards and related texts, as it had not been applied consistently to
all texts and created some confusion, while noting that this information was available on the website for
reference purposes. The Committee therefore agreed to ask the Commission to endorse the simplification in
the presentation of all Codex standards and related texts whereby the year of revision or amendment would
be deleted.
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175)  Asregards the modalities of publication of the Manual, several delegations supported the publication
in the current booklet format. The Delegation of Australia, referring to the costs of publication, proposed to
limit free distribution to Codex Contact Points and to make it available on purchase in other cases. The
Delegation of Cameroon stressed the important of retaining distribution of the Manual in printed form for
developing countries and the Committee noted that the current practice of distribution to governments of a
reasonable number of free copies would remain unchanged.

176)  The Committee agreed that the Secretariat would prepare revised proposals on the content, structure
and presentation of the Procedural Manual for consideration by the next session in the light of the
discussions held at the present session.

OTHER BUSINESS AND FUTURE WORK (Agenda Item 11)

177)  The Committee noted that, as a result of the discussions held at the current session, the agenda for
the next session would include the following items:

. Respective Roles of the Regional Coordinators and the Members of the Executive Committee
Elected on a Geographic Basis (Legal Counsels of FAO and WHO)

. Proposed Draft Working Principles for Risk Analysis for Food Safety (Working Group)
. Proposed Draft Revised Code of Ethics for International Trade in Foods (reply from the CCFICS)

. Review of the Guide to the Procedure for the Revision and Amendment of Codex Standards and
the Arrangements for the Amendment of Codex Standards Elaborated by Codex Committees which
have Adjourned sine die (Secretariat)

. Discussion paper on Proposed Amendments to the Elaboration Procedures (India)

. Discussion paper on proposed new definitions of risk analysis terms related to food safety (New
Zealand)

. Structure and Presentation of the Procedural Manual

178) The Committee noted that the issue of the terms of reference of Coordinating Committees would
also be considered at its next session (see para. 16)

DATE AND PLACE OF THE NEXT SESSION (Agenda Item 12)

179)  The Committee was informed that its 24™ Session was tentatively scheduled to be held in Paris from
16 to 20 April 2007, the final arrangements subject to confirmation by the Host Country and the Codex
Secretariat.
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SUMMARY STATUS OF WORK

Subject Matter Step Action by Reference in
ALINORM 06/29/33

Draft Terms of Reference of the Committee on Governments para. 29
Food Additives and the Committee on 29" CAC Appendix 11
Contaminants in Food
Draft Revised Criteria for Prioritisation Process of Governments para.39
Compounds for Evaluation by JIMPR 29" CAC Appendix Il
The Use of Analytical Results Governments para. 44

29" CAC Appendix IV
Proposed Amendments to the Rules of Procedure: Governments para. 96
Duration of the Term of Office of the Members of 29" CAC Appendix VI
the Executive Committee
Proposed Amendments to the Elaboration Governments para. 129
Procedures and to the Guidelines on the Conduct of 29" CAC Appendix VI
Meetings
Proposed Amendments to the General Principles of para. 136
the Codex Alimentarius Appendix VIII
Clarification of the term “interim” 29" CAC para. 148
Proposed Draft Revised Code of Ethics for 3/4 CCFICS para. 87
International Trade in Foods 24" CCGP
Proposed Draft Working Principles for Risk 2/3 Working Group para. 77
Analysis for Food Safety 24" CCGP
Management of the Work of the Committee on Food 38™ CCFH para. 56
Hygiene Appendix V
Respective roles of the Coordinators and the Secretariat para. 105

members of the Executive Committee elected on a
geographic basis

24" CCGP

Proposed amendments to the Elaboration

Secretariat

paras. 114 and 124

Procedure 24" CCGP
New definitions of risk analysis terms related to New Zealand para. 162
food safety 24™ CCGP
Terms of Reference of CCLAC and other Coordinating para. 16
Coordinating Committees Committees

24" CCGP
Consideration of the Structure and Presentation of Secretariat para. 176

the Procedural Manual

24" CCGP
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Tel : 00 86 10 68792403

Fax : 00 86 10 68792387

Email : xueguikan@hotmail.com

Dr. LI Shaogian

Chief Official

Import & Export Food Safety Bureau
AQSIQ, Building A1104,

N° 9 Madiandonglu, Haidian District
Beijing 100088

Tel : 00 86 10 82262019

Fax : 00 86 10 82260175

Email : lishqg@aqgsig.gov.cn

Prof. Dr. LU Xiangzheng

Assistant Professor

China National Institution of Standardization
N° 4 Zhichun Road, Haidian District

Beijing 100088

Tel : 00 86 10 58811645

Fax : 00 86 10 58811641

Email : lvxz@cnis.gov.cn

Prof. Mr. MA Fuxiang

Department of Food Production
Supervision, AQSIQ

N° 9 Madian East Road, Haidian District
Beijing 100088

Tel : 00 86 10 82262218

Fax : 00 86 10 82260198

Email : mafx@agsig.gov.cn

Dr. TIAN Zhaoying

Engineer

Standardization Administration

N° 9 Madiandonglu, Haidian District
Beijing 100088

Tel : 00 86 10 82262906

Fax : 00 86 10 82260687

Email : tianzy@sac.gov.cn

Mlle WANG Min

Director of Division

Institute of Quality Standards &

Testing Technology for Agri-Products

Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences

12 Southern Street of Zhongguancun, Haidian District
Beijing 100081

Tel : 00 86 10 68977916

Email ;: 00 86 10 62112533

Email : wangmincaas@126.com

Mr. YE Zhiping

Deputy Director / Senior Engineer

Shanghai Entry-Exit Inspection & Quarantine
N° 1208 Minsheng Road

Shanghai 200135

Tel : 00 86 21 68547865

Fax : 00 86 21 68544661

Email : yezp@shcig.gov.cn

Mr. ZHANG Mengfei

Engineer

Center for Agro-Food Quality & Safety
Ministry of Agriculture

59 Xueyuan South Road, Haidian District
Beijing

Tel : 00 86 10 62191434

Fax : 00 86 10 62191434

Email : hehaiwater@sina.com

COLOMBIA -COLOMBIE

Mr. Javier MUNOZ IBARRA

Profesional Especializado

Ministerio de Comercio, Industria y Turismo
Calle 28 N° 13A-15

Direccion de Regulacion

Bogota D.C

Tel : 00 57 1 606 7676 Ext. 1205

Fax : 00 57 12410480

Email : javiermi@mincomercio.gov.co

Mr. Cesar LEYVA

Ministre Conseiller

Ambassade de Colombie

22, rue de I’Elysée

75008 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 42 6551 30

Email : economico@amb-fr.colombie.com




Mlle Leslie GUZMAN

Primer Secretario

Ambassade de Colombie

22, rue de I’Elysée

75008 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 42 65 51 30

Email : comercial@amb-colombie.fr.com

CONGO, REPUBLIC OF - REPUBLIQUE DU
CONGO

Dr. Jean Serge ASSEMENKOUM

Chef de Service du Laboratoire de Bromatologie
Ministére de la Santé et de la Population
Direction Générale de la Santé

BP 78 Brazzaville

Tel : 00 242 536 89 13

Fax : 00 242 810481

Email : assemenkoum@yahoo.fr

Mr. Gabriel ELEKA

Directeur de I’Hygiéne Générale
Ministére de la Santé et de la Population
Direction Générale de la Santé

BP 78 Brazzaville

Tel : 00 242 556 60 71

COSTARICA

Mr. Sergio VINOCOUR FORNIERI

Ministro Consejero y Consul General de Costa Rica en
Francia

Gobierno de Costa Rica

Embajada de Costa Rica en Francia

78, avenue Emile Zola

75015 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 45 78 96 96

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 45 78 99 66

Email : consulat.cr@wanadoo.fr

CZECH REPUBLIC - REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE -
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EGYPT - EGYPTE

REPUBLICA CHECA

Mme Eva PRIBYLOVA
Officer in charge

Ministry of Agriculture
Food Production Department
Tesnov 17

11705 Praha 1

Tel : 00 420 2 22181 2795
Fax : 00 420 2 2231 4117
Email : pribylova@mze.cz

DENMARK - DANEMARK - DINAMARCA

Mr. Knud OSTERGAARD

Head of Division

Danish Veterinary and Food Administration
Morkhoj Bygade 19

DK-2860 Soborg

Tel : 00 45 339 56120

Fax : 00 45 339 56001

Email : koe@fvst.dk

Dr. Mohammed Fahmi Saddik

National Nutrition Institute, Prof. of Food Hygiene
Cairo, Egypt

Tel : 00 202 364 6413

Fax : 00 202 3647476

Email : ilsi@tedata.net.eq

Mr. Ahmed Saleh Mohamed Aly
General Manger

Holding Company, Food Industries
Tel : 00 202 259 5738

Fax : 00 202 259 5728

Email : food_industries@yahoo.com

ESTONIA - ESTONIE

Mme Katrin LOHMUS

Senior Specialist

Food and Veterinary Department
Ministry of Agriculture

39/41 Lai Street

Tallinn 15056

Tel : 00 372 6 256 509

Fax : 00 372 6 256 210

Email : katrin.lohmus@agri.ee

ETHIOPIA - ETHIOPIE

Mr. Gashaw WORKNEH

National Codex Officer

Quality and Standards Authority of Ethiopia
PO Box 2310

Addis Ababa

Tel : 00 251 116 46 08 58

Fax : 00 251 116 46 08 80

Email : gashaw@qsae.org

EUROPEAN COMMUNITY
COMMUNAUTE EUROPEENNE
COMUNIDAD EUROPEA

Mr. Jérdme LEPEINTRE

Administrateur

Health and Consumer Protection Directorate General
(SANCO)

Commission Européenne

B-1049 Bruxelles (Belgique)

Tel : 00322299 3701

Fax : 00 32 2 296 85 66

Email : codex@cec.eu.int

Mr. Alain DEHOVE

Health and Consumer Protection Directorate General
(SANCO)

Commission Européenne

B-1049 Bruxelles (Belgique)

Tel : 00 32 2 295 25 38

Fax : 00 32 2 299 85 66

Email : codex@cec.eu.int
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FINLAND — FINLANDE - FINLANDIA

Mme Anne HAIKONEN
Counsellor, Legal Affairs
Ministry of Trade and Industry
PO Box 32

FIN-00023 Government

Tel : 00 358 9 1606 3654

Fax : 00 358 9 1606 2670
Email : anne.haikonen@ktm.fi

Mme Hentriikka KONTIO
Veterinary Counsellor

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry
Food and Veterinary Department
PO Box 30

FIN-00023 Government

Tel : 00 358 9 1605 2432

Fax : 00 358 9 1605 2779

Email : hentriikka.kontio@mmm.fi

FRANCE - FRANCIA

Mme Roseline LECOURT

Ministére de I’Economie, des Finances et de I’Industrie
D.G.C.C.RF.

59, boulevard Vincent Auriol

75703 Paris Cedex 13

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 44 97 34 70

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 44 97 30 37

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

Mme Catherine CHAPOUX

Ministére de I'Agriculture et de la Péche
D.GA.L.

251, rue de Vaugirard

75732 Paris Cedex 15

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 49 55 84 86

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 49 55 44 62

Email : catherine.chapoux@agriculture.gouv.fr

Mr. Nicolas CANIVET

Ministere de I'Agriculture et de la Péche
D.GA.L.

251, rue de Vaugirard

75732 Paris Cedex 15

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 49 55 50 10

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 49554961

Email : nicolas.canivet@agriculture.gouv.fr

Mr. Thierry GESLAIN

Directeur Qualité et Consommation

Association Nationale des Industries Alimentaires (ANIA)
21, rue Leblanc

75015 Paris

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 538386 12

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 5383 92 39

Email : tgeslain@ania.net

Mme Anne LEGENTIL

Expert agroalimentaire

UFCS : Union Féminine, Civique et Sociale
6, rue Béranger

75003 Paris

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 44 54 50 54

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 44 54 50 66

Email : ufcs.agro@wanadoo.fr

Mme Annie LOC’H

Directeur Affaires Réglementaires Corporate
17, boulevard Haussmann

75009 Paris

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 44 35 20 31

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 44 3524 69

Email : annie.loch@danone.com

Mr. Georges MONSALLIER

Président Honoraire du SIMV

11 rue des Messageries

75010 Paris

Tel : 00 33 (0)2 23 20 75 82 ou (0)6 61 87 2251
Fax : 00 33 (0)2 23 20 75 89

Email : georges.monsallier@wanadoo.fr

GEORGIA - GEORGIE

Dr. Sofia (Sophie) KEMKHADZE

Director of the Food Security Department
Agriculture Policy Analysis Unit / AQVANTAGE
Office 345, 41 Kostava St.

Thilissi 0123 - Georgia

Tel : 00 995 32 919510 — Mob : 00 995 99 737794
Fax : 00 995 32 921200

Email : sophie_kemkhadze@maf.ge

Email : skemkhadze@agvantage.org.ge

GERMANY - ALLEMAGNE - ALEMANIA

Mr. Gerhard BIALONSKI

Bundesministerium fir Erndhrung, Landwirtschaft und
Verbraucherschutz

(Federal Ministry of Food, Agriculture and Consumer
Protection)

Rochusstrasse 1

D-53123 Bonn

Tel : 00 49 228 529 4651

Fax : 00 49 228 529 4947

Email : 314@bmelv.bund.de

Mr. Michael HAUCK

Bundesministerium fr Erndhrung, Landwirtschaft und
Verbraucherschutz

(Federal Ministry of Consumer Protection, Food and
Agriculture)

Mauerstrasse 29 — 32

D-10117 Berlin

Tel : 00 49 30 2006 3263

Fax : 00 49 30 2006 3273

Email : codex.germany@bmelv.bund.de




Prof. Dr. Rolf GROSSKLAUS
Direktor und Professor
Bundesinstitut fir Risikobewertung
Postfach 33 00 13

D-14191 Berlin

Tel : 00 49 30 8412 3230

Fax : 00 49 30 8412 3715

Email : r.grossklaus@bfr.bund.de

Mr. Dipl. Ing. Thomas KUTZEMEIER
Geschaftsfiihrer/Managing Director

Verband der Deutschen Milchwirtschaft e.V./
German Dairy Association (IDF)
Meckenheimer Allee 137

D-53115 Bonn

Tel : 00 49 228 982 430

Fax : 00 49 228 982 4320

Email : th.kuetzemeier@vdm-deutschland.de

GREECE - GRECE

Dr. Eleni PAPANTONIOU

Head of Department of Quality Standards
Ministry of Development

Hellenic Food Authority (EFET)

124 Kifissias Ave and 2 latridou Str
11526 Athens

Tel : 00 30 210 6971552

Fax : 00 30 210 6971650

Email : epapantoniou@efet.gr

Dr. Danai PAPANASTASIOU
Officer

Ministry of Development

Hellenic Food Authority (EFET)
124 Kifissias Ave and 2 latridou Str
11526 Athens

Tel : 00 30 210 6971660

Fax : 00 30 2106971650

Email : dpapanastasiou@efet.qgr

GUINEA BISSAU - GUINEE BISSAU

Mr. Rui CA

Chef du Département d’Hygiéne des Aliments et de I’Eau
Ministére de la Santé Publique (LNSP)

BP 50, Bissau

Guinée Bissau

Tél : 00 245 252404 — Portable : 00 245 6623070

Fax : s/c Ministére de la Santé 00 245 202237 - 201188
Email : ruicas2003@yahoo.com.br

HUNGARY — HONGRIE - HUNGRIA

Dr. Karolyne SZERDAHELYI

Senior Counsellor

Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development
P.O.Box 1

1860 Budapest 55

Tel : 00 36 1 301 4110

Fax : 00 36 1 301 4808

Email : Tanya.szerdahelyi@fvm.hu
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INDIA - INDE

Mme Rita TEAOTIA

Joint Secretary

Ministry of Health & Family Welfare
Nirman Bhavan

New Delhi — 110011

Tel : 00 91 11 23019195

Fax: 0091 11 23018842

Email : jsrt@nb.nic.in

Mr. Rahul KHULLAR
Additional Secretary

Ministry of Commerce & Industry
Department of Commerce

Udyog Bhavan

New Delhi — 110011

Telefax : 00 91 11 23063315
Email : rkhullar@ub.nic.in

Mr. Ashish BAHUGUNA
Joint Secretary (PP)
Ministry of Agriculture
Krishi Bhavan

New Delhi — 110001
Telefax : 00 91 11 23384468
Email : ashish@krishi.nic.in

INDONESIA - INDONESIE

Mme Nurasih SUWAHYONO

Head of Center for Standard Application System
National Standardization Agency

Manggala Wanabakti Block 4", 4™ floor

JL. Gatot Subroto, Senayan

Jakarta

Tel : 00 62 21 574 7043

Fax : 00 62 21 574 7045

Email : sps-2@bsn.or.id

Mr. Singgih Harjanto

Staff of Center for Standards Application System
National Standardization Agency

Manggala Wanabakti Block 4", 4™ floor

JL. Gatot Subroto, Senayan

Jakarta

Tel : 00 62 21 574 7043

Fax : 00 62 21 574 7045

Email : sps-2@bsn.or.id

Mme Devi PURWANTI

Premier Secrétaire aux Affaires Economiques
Ambassade d’Indonésie

47-49 rue Cortambert

75116 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 4503 07 60

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 45 04 50 32

Email : depuri@hotmail.com
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IRELAND — IRLANDE — IRLANDA

Mr. Richard HOWELL

Agricultural Inspector

Department of Agriculture and Food

7C Agriculture House - Kildare Street
Dublin 2

Tel : 00 353 1 607 2572

Fax : 00 353 1 661 6263

Email : richard.howell@agriculture.gov.ie

Mr. Martin C.O'SULLIVAN

Deputy Chief Veterinary Officer
Department of Agriculture and Food

4C, Agriculture House

Kildare Street

Dublin 2

Tel : 00 353 1 6072213

Fax : 00 353 1 6610230

Email : martin.osullivan@agriculture.gov.ie

Mlle Karen MILLSOPP
Administrative Officer, Food Unit
Department of Health and Children
Hawkins House, Hawkins Street

Dublin 2

Tel : 003531

Fax : 003531

Email : karen-millsopp@health.irlgov.ie

ITALY - ITALIE -ITALIA

Dr. Ciro IMPAGNATIELLO

Ministero delle Politiche Agricole e Forestali
Via XX Settembre 20

| - 00187 Roma

Tel : 00 39 06 4665 6046

Fax : 00 39 06 4880 273

Email : c.impagnatiello@politicheagricole.it

JAPAN - JAPON

Dr. UMEDA Tamami

Director

International Food Safety Planning,
Department of Food Safety,
Pharmaceutical and Food Safety Bureau,
Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare
1-2-2 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku
Tokyo 100-8916

Tel : 00 81 3 3595 2326

Fax : 00 81 3 3503 7965

Email : umeda-tamami@mhlw.go.jp

Dr. YOSHIKURA Hiroshi

Adviser

Department of Food Safety, Pharmaceutical and Food
Safety Bureau

Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare

1-2-2 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku,

Tokyo 100-8916

Tel : 00 81 3 3595 2326

Fax : 00 81 3 3595 7965

Email : codexj@mhlw.go.jp

Dr. KUMAGAI Yuko

Deputy Director

Information and Emergency Responses Division
Food Safety Commission Secretariat Cabinet Office
Prudential Tower 6F

2-13-10 Nagatacho, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 100-8989

Tel : 00 81 3 5251 9182

Fax : 00 81 3 3591 2236

Email : yuko.kumagai@cao.go.jp

Mr. NISHIKUBO Daisuke

Official

Food Safety Commission Secretariat
Prudential Tower 6F

2-13-10 Nagatacho, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 100-8989

Tel : 00 81 3 5251 9150

Fax : 00 81 3 3591 2236

Email : daisuke.nishikubo@cao0.go.jp

Mr. MIYAZAKO Masahiro

Deputy Director

Food Safety and Consumer Policy Division, Food Safety
and Consumer Affairs Bureau,

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

Tokyo 100-8950

Tel : 00 81 35512 2291

Fax : 00 81 3 3597 0329

Mr. OZAKI Dou

Deputy Director

Food Safety and Consumer Policy Division, Food Safety
and Consumer Affairs Bureau,

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries

1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 100-8950

Tel : 00 81 35512 2291

Fax : 00 81 3 3597 0329

Dr. IMAMURA Tomoaki

Technical Adviser

Associate Professor

Department of Planning and Management
The University of Tokyo Hospital

7-3-1, Hongou, Bunkyou-ku,

Tokyo 113-8655

Tel : 00 81 3 5800 8716

Fax : 00 81 3 5800 8765

Email : imamura-t@umin.ac.jp

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

Dr. Jongsei PARK

Chairperson of CCASIA

Korea Food and Drug Administration
#231 Jinheungno Eunpyung-Gu
Seoul 122-704

Tel : 00 82 11 9035 3700

Fax : 00 82 2572 3274

Email : ccasiachair@kfda.go.kr




Dr. Sol KIM, Ph.D.

Deputy Director

Food Safety Assurance Team

Food Headquarters

Korea Food and Drug Administration
#231 Jinheungno Eunpyung-Gu
Seoul 122-704

Tel : 00 82 2 385 2415

Fax : 00 82 2 385 2416

Email : kims1228@kfda.go.kr

Mille Mi-Young CHO

Assistant Director - Import management team
Kyungin Regional KFDA

#120 Juane | dong Nam-gu Incheun
Kyounggi-do

Tel : 00 82 032 442 4615

Fax : 00 82 032 442 4619

Email : miyoungcho@kfda.go.kr

Mr. Kyu KIM

Assistant Director

Bilateral Cooperation Division
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry
#1 Joongang-dong Kwachonsi
Kyunggido 427-719

Tel : 00 82 2 500 1726

Fax : 00 82 2 504 6659

Email : kKimk@maf.go.kr
LITHUANIA - LITUANIE

Mr. Albertas BARZDA

Director

National Nutrition Center - Ministry of Health
Kalvariju Str. 153

LT 08221 - Vilnius

Tel : 003705277 8919

Fax : 003705 277 8713

Email : rmc@vilnius.omnitel.net

Email : rmc@rmec.lt

MADAGASCAR

Mr. Bernardin RAMIANDRISOA
Commissaire du Commerce
Chef du Service Normalisation

Ministére de I’Industrialisation et du Commerce/

DNQ

BP 454 Ambohidahy-Antananarivo
Tel : 00 261 20 22 237 99

Email : dng.snor@wanadoo.mg

Mr. Noél RANJATOSON
Ingénieur Chimiste
Chef de Laboratoire

Ministére de I’Industrialisation et du Commerce/

DNQ

BP 454 Ambohidahy-Antananarivo
Tel : 00 261 20 22 238 60

Email : dng.slabo@wanadoo.mg
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MALAYSIA - MALAISIE - MALASIA

Mr. Khairuddin Md TAHIR

Deputy Director General of Agriculture
Department of Agriculture

Ministry of Agriculture and Agro-based Industry
4G2, Precint 4

62632 Putrajaya

Tel : 00 60 3 8870 3003

Fax : 00 60 3 8888 8493

Email : mkhairuddin@doa.gov.my

Mme Noraini DATO’MOHD. OTHMAN
Deputy Director

Ministry of Health Malaysia

Level 3, Block E7, Parcel E

Federal Government Administrative Centre
62590 Putrajaya

Tel : 00 60 3 8883 3500

Fax : 00 60 3 8889 3515

Email : noraini_othman@moh.gov.my
Email : noraini_mohdothman@yahoo.co.uk

Mme Noraini SUDIN

Director

Malaysia Palm Oil Board (MPOB),

Ministry of Plantation, Industries and Commodites
P.O. Box 10620

50720 Kuala Lumpur

Tel : 00 60 3 8925 9952

Fax : 00 60 3 8922 1742

Email : noraini@rnpob.gov.my

Mr. Raj R. D’'NATHAN

Deputy Undersecretary (Livestock)

Crop, Livestock and Fishery Industry Division
Ministry of Agriculture and Agro-based Industry
Federal Government Administrative Centre
Level 11, Block 4G1, Precint 4

62624 Putrajaya

Tel : 00 60 3 8870 1410

Fax : 00 60 3 8888 6902

Email : raj@agri.moa.my
MALAWI

Dr. Alfred MTUKUSO

Director

Department of Agricultural Research Services
P.O. Box 30779

Lilongwe 3

Tel : 00 265 1 707 398

Fax : 00 265 1 707 374

Email : agric-research@sdnp.org.mw

MALI

Mr. Mahamadou SAKO

Directeur Général Adjoint de I’Agence Nationale de la
Sécurité Sanitaire des Aliments

S/C Ministére de la Santé

Bamako

Tel : 00 (223) 222 0747 ; 222 0754 ; 222 55 61

Fax : 00 223 222 0747

Email : mahamadousako@yahoo.fr
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MEXICO - MEXIQUE

Mr. Jorge Antonio LOPEZ ZARATE
Direccion General de Normas
Subdirector para la atencion del Codex
Secretaria de Economia

Av. Puente de Tecamachalco N° 6
Lomas de Tecamachalco

Naucalpan, Estado de Mexico C.P. 53950
Tel : 00 (5255) 5729 9480

Fax : 00 (5255) 5520 9715

Email : jalopezz@economia.gob.mx
Email : codexmex@economia.gob.mx

Dr. Eduardo JARAMILLO

Director Ejecutivo de Operacion Internacional
Cofrepris Secretaria de Salud

Monterrey 33

Col. Roma

Tel : 00 52 55 514 8586

Email : gjaramillo@salud.gob.mx

MOROCCO - MAROC - MARRUECOS

Mme DRIOUICH Zakia

Directrice des Industries de la Péche

Ministére des Péches Maritimes

BP 476 - Haut Agdal, Rabat

Tel : 00 212 37 68 82 95/93

Fax : 00 212 37 68 82 94

Email : driouich@mpm.gov.ma

Mr. LACHHAB Hamid

Chef du Service de la Réglementation Sanitaire
Vétérinaire

Ministére de I’Agriculture, du Développement Fural et des
Péches Maritimes

Direction de I’Elevage et des Services Vétérinaires
Quartier administratif - Rabat

Tel : 00212 3768 14 04

Fax : 00 212 37 68 20 49

Email : lachhabhamid@yahoo.fr

Mr. SAAD Lhoussaine

Direction de la Protection des Végétaux des Contrdles
Techniques et de la Répression des Fraudes

BP 1308, 10100 Rabat

Tel : 00 212 3 729 7546

Fax : 00 212 3 729 7544

Email : saad_lho@yahoo.fr

Dr. SENOUCI Samira

Chef de Département Microbiologie
Eaux, Aliments et Hygiéne alimentaire
Institut National d’Hygiéne

Ministéere de la Santé

Rabat

Tel : 00 212 68 75 25 25

Fax : 00 212 37 77 20 67

Email : sensafa@yahoo.fr

Mr. TAGAFAIT Hassan

Etablissement Autonome de Contr6le et de Coordination
des Exportations

72 rue Mohamed Smiha

Casablanca

Tel : 00 212 22 30 83 39

Fax : 00 212 22 30 51 68

Email : tagafait@eacce.org.ma

Mr. JOUNDY Majid

Union Nationale des Industries de Conserve de poisson
(UNICOP)

2 rue Président

Agadir

Tel : 00 212 28 45994

Fax : 00 212 28 84 59 96

Mr. SMAINI Mohamed
Délégué Principal

EACCE/Rungis

3, rue de la Corderie

94580 Rungis (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 45 60 94 91

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 45 60 94 88
Email : smaini-eacce@wanadoo.fr

Mr. SALIMI Ahmed Nori
Conseiller Economique
Ambassade du Royaume du Maroc
5, rue Le Tass

Paris ( France)

Mobile : 06 99 75 22 82

Email : noriahmed@maec.gov.ma

Mr. Driss MACHRAA

Chef de Service de I’Hygiéne Alimentaire
Direction de I’Epidémiologie et de Lutte contre les
Maladies

Ministere de la Santé

Tel : 00 212 63 56 71 06

Email : machraadriss@yahoo.fr

Mr. BENAZZOUZ El-Maati

Laboratoire Officiel d’ Analyses et de Recherches
Chimiques

25 rue Nichakra Rahal

20000 Casablanca

Tel : 00 212 22 30 21 96

Fax: 0021222301972

Email : embenazzouz@menara.ma

NEPAL

Mr. Uttam Kumar Bhattarai

Deputy Director General

Department of Food Technology & Quality Control
HMG/Nepal

PO Box 21265, Babarmahal

Kathmandu

Tel : 00 977 1 426 2739

Fax : 00 977 1 426 2337

Email : ukbhattarai21 @yahoo.com




NETHERLANDS - PAYS-BAS - PAISES BAJOS

Mme Annie DE VEER

Chairperson CCFAC

Department of Food Quality and Animal Health
Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality
P.O. Box 20401 - 2500 EK The Hague

Tel : 00 31 70 378 5686

Fax: 0031703786141

Email : a.de.veer@mininv.nl

Mr. Niek SCHELLING

Department of Food Quality and Animal Health
Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality
P.0. Box 20401 - 2500 EK The Hague

Tel : 00 31 70 378 4426

Fax: 0031703786141

Email : n.schelling@mininv.nl

Mr. Frankjan VAN DER VALK

Manager International policies

Department of Food Quality and Animal Health
Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality
P.O. Box 20401 - 2500 EK The Hague

Tel : 00 31 70 378 5036

Fax : 00 31 70 378 6141

Email : f.j.van.der.valk@mininv.nl

Mme Ria C. WESTENDORP

Head Food and Nutrition Division
Ministry of Health, Welfare and Sport
Food and Nutrition Division

PO Box 20350

2500 EJ The Hague

Tel : 00 31 70 340 69 63

Fax : 00 31 70 340 55 54

Email : mc.westendorp@minvws.nl

Dr. Wim H. VAN ECK

Chief Public Health Officer

Food and Consumer Product Safety Authority
P.O. Box 19506

2500 CM The Hague

Tel : 00 31 70 448 4814

Fax : 00 31 70 448 4061

Email : wim.van.eck@vwa.nl

NEW ZEALAND
NOUVELLE ZELANDE
NUEVA ZELANDIA

Dr. Steve HATHAWAY

Director

Science Group

New Zealand Food Safety Authority
PO. Box 646 - Gishorne

Tel. : 00 64 6 867 1144

Fax : 00 64 6 868 5207

Email : steve.hathaway@nzfsa.govt.nz
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Mr. Sundararaman RAJASEKAR
Programme Manager (Codex)

New Zealand Food Safety Authority
PO Box 2835 - Wellington

Tel : 00 64 4 463 2576

Fax : 00 64 4 463 2583

Email : rajasekars@nzfsa.govt.nz

NIGER

Mme HASSANE Aissatou Cissé
Governement delegate

Responsable Cellule Nutrition Alimentation
Ministére du Développement Agricole

BP 323 Niamey

Tel : 00 227 96 94 23

Fax : 00227 37 27 75

Email : boureima_moussa@yahoo.fr

NIGERIA

Mr. Olatunji Adebowale Adenola

Director

National Strategic Grains Reserve Department
Plot 590, NAIC Building, Central Are, PMB 135
Abuja

Tel : 00 234 9 2344382 / 08033200003

Fax : 00 234 9 2344958 / 2346213

Email : nsgrfma@hotmail.com

Engr Bamidele Joseph Sunday

Principle Technical Officer

Federal Ministry of Agriculture & Rural Development
P.M.B. 135, Area 11, Garki SGR Department

Abuja

Tel : 00 234 9 2344958

Email : nsgrfma@hotmail.com

Engr Alebode Isedu

Assistant Director

Strategic Grains Reserve Department

Federal Ministry of Agriculture

Plot 590, NAIC Building Zone AO, Central Are
Abuja

Tel : 08044104180 / 08036380361

Email : aisedu@hotmail.com

M. Gambo D. Sanusi

Asst Comptroller of customs

Research & Planning Office

Nigerian Customs Service

N° 3, Abidjan Street, Zone 3, Wuse Abuja
Fax : 00 23 9 5234492

Email : gambosanusi@yahoo.co.uk
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NORWAY — NORVEGE - NORUEGA

Mme Tone MATHESON

Senior Adviser

Norwegian Food Safety Authority
Head Office

Felles Postmottak

PO Box 383

N-2381 Brumundal

Tel : 0047 2321 66 51

Fax : 00 47 23 21 68 01

E-mail : toema@mattilsynet.no

Mme Gisken Beate THOEN

Head of Section for International and Legal Coordination
Norwegian Food Safety Authority

P.O. Box 383

N-2381 Brumundal

Tel : 00 47 23 21 66 29

Fax : 004723216800

Email : gibth@mattilsynet.no

Mille Bodil BLAKER

Senior Adviser

Ministry of Health and Care Services
P.O. Box 8011 Dep

N-0030 Oslo

Tel : 00 47 22 24 86 02

Fax : 00 47 22 24 86 56

Email : bob@hod.dep.no

Mlle Bente ODLO

Senior Adviser

Ministry of Agriculture and Food
P.O. Box 8007 Dep.

N-0030 Oslo

Tel : 0047 22 2491 38

Fax : 00 47 22 24 95 59

Email : bente.odlo@Imd.dep.no

Mr Lennart JOHANSON

Deputy Director General

Norwegian Ministry of Fisheries and Coastal Affairs
PO Box 8118 Dep,

NO-0032 Oslo

Tel : 00 47 22 24 26 65

Fax : 00 47 22 24 56 78

E-mail: lennart.johanson@fkd.dep.no

PANAMA

Mme Marie Elena DE AGUILAR
Attaché a I’Ambassade du Panama
Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 45 66 08 00

Email : panaemb.francia@wanadoo.fr

PARAGUAY

Mme Elina LOPEZ CABALLERO
Premier Secrétaire

Ambassade du Paraguay

1, rue Saint-Dominique

75007 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 42 22 85 05

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 42 22 57 03

Email : paraguay.ambassade@wanadoo.fr

PHILIPPINES

Mr. Noél DE LUNA
Agricultural Attache

Embassy of the Philippines
Viale delle Medaglie d’Oro 112
00136 Rome (ltalie)

Tel : 00 39 06 3974 6717

Fax : 00 39 06 3988 9925
Email : philrepfao@libero.it

POLAND — POLOGNE - POLONIA

Mlle Marta SOBIERAJ

Specialist, International Cooperation Department
Agricultural and Food Quality Inspection

30 Wspolna St.

00-930 Warsaw

Tel : 00 48 22 623 29 03

Fax : 00 48 22 623 29 97

Email : kodeks@ijhar-s.gov.pl

ROMANIA - ROUMANIE

Mr. lon AGAFITEI

Secretary of State

National Sanitary Veterinary and Food Safety Authority
Negustori Street n° 1B

Bucharest

Tel : 00 40 74 20 20 47

Mme Monica Mariana NEAGU

Director

National Sanitary Veterinary and Food Safety Authority
Negustori Street n° 1B

Bucharest

Tel : 00 40 21 3078568

Fax : 00 40 21 3124967

Email : neagu@ansv.ro

Mme Cristina BOBE

Senior Counsellor

National Sanitary Veterinary and Food Safety Authority
Negustori Street n° 1B

Bucharest

Tel : 00 40 2 3157875

Email : bobe@ansv.ro



SAMOA

Mr. Lemalu Tate SIMI

Chief Executive Office

Ministry of Commerce Industry and Labour
P.O. Box 862

Apia

Tel : 00 685 20 441

Fax : 00 685 20 443

Email : Itsimi@mocil.gov.ws

SLOVAQUIE - SLOVAQUIE

Mlle Michaela PISOVA

EU Coordinator

Ministry of Agriculture

Dobrovicova 12

Bratislava

Tel : 00 421 2 592 66 542

Email : michaela.pisova@land.gov.sk

SLOVENIA - SLOVENIE

Mme Marusa PAVCIC

Head of Sector for Food Safety
Ministry of Health

Stefanova 5

1000 Ljubljana

Tel : 00 386 1 478 68 50

Fax : 00 386 1 478 68 56

Email : marusa.pavcic@gov.si

SOUTH AFRICA - AFRIQUE DU SUD

Mme Francina MAKHOANE
Deputy Director : Food Control
Department of Health

Private Bag X828

Pretoria 0001

Tel : 00 27 12 312 0158

Fax : 0027 12 312 3180

Email : cacpsa@health.gov.za

Mr. Andile STEWART
Senior Administrative Officer
Department of Health

Private Bag X828

Pretoria 0001

Tel : 0027 12 312 0156

Fax : 00 27 12 312 3180
Email : stewaa@health.gov.za

Mr. Alex SERUMULA

Manger

Agricultural Product Quality Assurance
Department of Agriculture

Private Bag X 258

Pretoria 0001

Tel : 00 27 12 319 6004

Fax : 00 27 12 319 6055

Email : alexs@nda.agric.za
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SPAIN - ESPAGNE - ESPANA

Mr. José Ignacio ARRANZ RECIO
Director Ejecutivo

Agencia Espanola de Seguridad Alimentaria
Ministerio de Sanidad y Consumo

C/Alcala, 56

28071 Madrid

Tel : 00 34 91 33 80 585

Fax : 00 34 91 33 80 073

Email : jarranz@msc.es

Da Elisa REVILLA GARCIA

Subdirectora Adjunta

SG de Planificacion Alimentaria

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pesca y Alimentacion
Paseo Infanta Isabel, 1

28071 — Madrid

Tel : 00 34 91 347 45 96

Fax : 00 34 91 347 57 28

Email : erevilla@mapya.es

SUDAN - SOUDAN

Mr. Awad Mohamed Ahmed SOKRAB
Director

The Technical Department

Sudanese Standards and Metrology Organization
P.O. Box 13573

Khartoum

Ttel : 00 249 912391190

Fax : 00 249 183 774 852

Email : awadsokrab@hotmail.com

Mr. Hamdi Abbas Ibrahim
Director

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry
P.O. Box 285

Khartoum

Tel : 00 249 918 211 470

Fax : 00 249 183 782 027

Email : hamdi20072000@yahoo.com

SWAZILAND

Mr. Sabelo MASUKU

Senior Environmental Health Officer
National Codex Committee Member
Ministry of Health and Social Welfare
P.O.Box 5

Mbabane

Tel : 00 268 4042431

Fax : 00 268 4042092

Email : sabmas2003@yahoo.com
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SWEDEN - SUEDE - SUECIA

Mme Kerstin JANSSON

Deputy Director

Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Consumer
Affairs

S-103 33 Stockholm

Tel : 00 46 8 405 11 68

Fax : 00 46 8 20 64 96

Email : kerstin.jansson@agriculture.ministry.se

Mme Eva ROLFSDOTTER LONBERG
Codex Coordinator

National Food Administration

Box 622

S-751 26 Uppsala

Tel : 00 46 18 17 55 47

Fax : 00 46 18 10 58 48

Email : eva.lonberg@slv.se

SWITZERLAND — SUISSE — SUIZA

Dr. Urs KLEMM

Sous-Directeur

Office Fédéral de la Santé Publique
Schwarzenburgstrasse 165
CH-3003 Berne

Tel : 00 41 62 822 7421

Fax : 00 41 62 822 7421

Email : kurs@hispeed.ch

Dr. Hervé NORDMANN

Director Scientific & Regulatory Affairs
Ajinomoto Switzeland AG

En Crochet 1

CH-1143 Apples

Tel : 00 41 21 800 3763

Fax : 00 41 21 800 4087

Email : herve.nordmann@asg.ajinomoto.com

THAILAND - THAILANDE - TAILANDIA

Mr. Somchai CHARNNARONGKUL

Deputy Secretary General

National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity and Food
Standards

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives

3 Rajadamnern Nok Avenue

Bangkok 10200

Tel : 00 662 280 3882

Fax : 00 662 280 3886

Email : somchaic@acfs.go.th

Mr. Pisan PONGSAPITCH

Standards Officer, Office of Commodity and System
Standards

National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity and Food
Standards

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives

3 Rajadamnern Nok Avenue

Bangkok 10200

Tel : 00 662 283 1681

Fax : 00 662 280 3899

Email : pisanp@yahoo.com

Mme Vanida KHAOTHIAR

Food Specialist, Food Control Division
Food and Drug Administration
Ministry of Public Health

Tiwanond Rd, Meuang

Nonthaburi 11000

Tel : 00 662 590 7176

Fax : 00 662 590 7177

Email : vdkt@fda.moph.go.th

Mr. Boonpeng SANTIWATTANATAM
Vice-Chairman of Food Processing Industry Club
The Federation of Thai Industries

Queen Sirikit National Convention Center, Zone C
4th floor, 60 Ratchadapisek Rd, Klongtoey
Bangkok 10110

Tel : 00 662 229 4255 ext 505

Fax : 00 662 229 4937

Email : foodgroup@off.fti.or.th

Mille Churairat ARPANANTIKUL

Secretary General of Food Processing Industry Club
The Federation of Thai Industries

Queen Sirikit National Convention Center, Zone C
4th floor, 60 Ratchadapisek Rd, Klongtoey
Bangkok 10110

Tel : 00 662 345 1167 / 345 1000 ext 1167

Fax : 00 662 345 1296-9

Email : churairat.arpanantikul@ap.csplc.com

Mme Wacharawan CHOMDONG

Assistant Manager, Thai Frozen Foods Association
Board of Trade of Thailand

150 Rajbopit Rd, Prahakhon District

Bangkok 10200

Tel : 00 662 622 1860-76 / 235 5622-4

Fax : 00 662 225 3372 — 5625

Email : thai-frozen@thai-frozen.or.th

Mr. Chaiwat INTRACHATORN

Deputy Manager (Trade) of Thai Food Processor’s
Association

Board of Trade of Thailand

150 Rajbopit Rd, Prahakhon District

Bangkok 10200

Tel : 00 662 261 2684-6

Fax : 00 662 261 2996-7

Email : thaifood@thaifood.org

TOGO

Mr. A. Kokou AKOEGNON

Point de Contact Codex / Togo

Ministere de I’ Agriculture, Elevage et Péche
L.T.RA

BP 1163 Lomé

Tel : 00 228 225 21 48

Fax : 00 228 225 15 59

Email : itra@cafe.tq

Email : akoegnon bona@yahoo.fr




TUNISIA -TUNISIE

Mme Souad BENJEMAA BEN YAHMED
Directeur de Développement de I’Industrie Alimentaire
Ministére de I’Industrie, de I’Energie et des PME

Rue 8011 — Montplaisir

Tunis 1002

Tel : 00216 71 89 1251 —-00 216 98 42 76 19

Fax : 00216 71 789 159

Email : souad.benjomaa@industrie.gov.tn

Mme Melika HERMASSI

Chef de Service

Centre Technique de I’Agro-Alimentaire

Chargée du Secrétariat du Comité Tunisien du Codex
12, rue de I’'Usme 2035

Charguia ll

Tel : 00 216 71 940 198

Fax : 00 216 71 941 080

Email : codextunisie@email.ati.tn

Dr. Thouraya ANNABI ATTIA

Chargée de la Direction Sanitaire des Produits

Auprés de I’Agence Nationale de Contrble Sanitaire et
Environnemental des Produits

Ministére de la Santé Publique

37 avenue Taieb Mhiri

Belvédére 1002

Tunis

Tel : 00 216 71 790 988

Email : thouraya.attia@rns.tn

UGANDA - OUGANDA

Mr. Samuel BALAGADDE

Head Technical Liaison Division
Uganda National Bureau of Standards
PO Box 6329

Kampala

Tel : 00 256 41 222 367 / 505 995

Fax : 00 256 41 286 123

Email : samuel.balagadde @unbs.go.ug

UNITED KINGDOM - ROYAUME-UNI -
REINO UNIDO

Mr. Steven WEARNE

Head of Strategy and Regulation

Food Standards Agency

Aviation House - 125 Kingway

London, WC2B 6NH

Tel : 00 44 207 276 8338

Fax : 00 44 207 276 8376

Email : steve.wearne@foodstandards.gsi.gov.uk

Mr. Nick TOMLINSON

Head of Chemical Safety Division

Food Standards Agency

Aviation House - 125 Kingway

London, WC2B 6NH

Tel : 00 44 207 276 8562

Fax : 00 44 207 276 8513

Email : nick.tomlinson@foodstandards.gsi.gov.uk

Mr. Michael WIGHT

Head of European Union and International Strategy
Food Standards Agency

Aviation House - 125 Kingsway

London, WC2B 6NH

Tel : 00 44 207 276 8183

Fax : 00 44 207 276 8614

Email : michael.wight@foodstandards.gsi.gov.uk

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ETATS UNIS D’AMERIQUE
ESTADOS UNIDOS DE AMERICA

Dr. Richard RAYMOND
Under Secretary for Food Safety
U.S. Department of Agriculture
1400 Pennsylvania Ave, SW
Room 227E, JLW Building
Washington, DC 20250

Tel : 00 1 202 720 0351

Fax : 00 1 202 690 0820

Email : dick.raymond@usda.gov

Dr. Karen HULEBAK

Chief Scientist

Food Safety and Inspection Service

U.S. Department of Agriculture

1400 Independance Avenue, SW - 31295
Washington, DC 20205

Tel : 00 1 202 720 5735

Fax : 00 1 202 6902980

Email : karen.hulebak@fsis.usda.gov

Mme Mary Frances LOWE

Senior Program Advisor

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Office of Pesticide Programs (mail Code 7506C)
1200 Pennsylvania Ave, SW

Washington, DC 20460

Tel : 00 1 703 305 5689

Fax : 00 1 703 308 1850

Email : lowe.maryfrances@epa.gov

Mr. John REILLY
International Trade Specialist
Food Safety and Technical Services Division
Foreign Agricultural Service

US Department of Agriculture
1400 Independence Ave

Room 5548 — South Building
Washington, DC 20250

Tel : 00 1 202 690 2148

Fax : 00 1 202 690 0677

Email : john.reilly@fas.usda.gov

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

U.S. Department of Agriculture

1400 Independence Avenue SW
Room 4861 - South Building
Washington, DC 20250

Tel : 00 1 202 205 7760

Fax : 00 1 202 720 3157

Email : ed.scarbrough@fsis.usda.gov
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Dr. H. Michael WEHR

Codex Program Coordinator

US Food and Drug Administration

Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition
Room 1B-002 Harvey Wiley Building

5100 Paint Branch Parkway

College Park, MD 20740

Tel : 00 1 301 436 1724

Fax : 00 1 301 436 2618

Email : michael.wehr@fda.hhs.gov

Mme Marsha ECHOLS

Law Office of Marsha A. Echols
3286 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20007

Tel : 00 1 202 625 1451

Fax : 00 1 202 625 9126

Email : mechols@earthlink.net

Mr. David P. LAMBERT
Non-Government Advisor
Lambert Associates

5105 Yuma Street, NW
Washington, DC 20016

Tel : 00 1 202 966 5056

Fax : 00 1 202 966 5094

Email : lambertdp@yahoo.com

Mr. Doug NELSON

Executive Vice President

Crop Life America

1156 15" Street, NW

Suite 400

Washington, D.C. 20005

Tel : 00 1 202 872 3880

Fax : 00 1 202 463 0474

Email : dnelson@croplifeamerica.org

Mme Peggy ROCHETTE
Sr.Director of International Policy
Food Products Association

1350 | Street, NW

Washington, DC 20005

Tel : 00 1 202 639 5921

Fax : 00 1 202 639 5991

Email : prochette@fpa-food.org

Mr. Michael STEELE

Special Assistant to the Under
Secretary for Food Safety

U.S. Department of Agriculture
1400 Pennsylvania Ave, SW
Room 227E, JLW Building
Washington, DC 20250

Tel : 00 1 202 720 0351

Fax : 00 1 202 690 0820

Email : Michael.steele@usda.gov

ZAMBIA - ZAMBIE

Mrs Christabel Kunda MALIJANI
Chief Policy Analyst (Food Safety)
Ministry of Health

Box 30205

Lusaka

Tel : 00 260 1 254 067

Fax : 00 260 1 253344

Email : chmalijani@yahoo.com
Email : anyangwes@zm.afro.int

ZIMBABWE

Mr. Fredy CHINYAVANHU

Deputy Chief Government Analyst — Food Safety Control
Ministry of Health

P.0. Box CY 231

Causeway, Harare

Tel : 00 263 4 792 026, 263 91 426 084, 263 4 705261
Fax : 00 263 4 705261

Email : fchinyavanhu@healthnet.org.zw

PRESIDENT DE LA COMMISSION

Mr. Claude J.S. MOSHA

Chief Standards Officer (Food/Feed Safety & Quality)
Head Agriculture and Food Section

Tanzania Bureau of Standards

PO Box 9524

Dar es Salaam, 1

Tanzania

Tel : 00 255 741 32 44 95

Email : cjsmoshar@yahoo.co.uk

PAYS OBSERVATEURS

LES COMORES

Mr. SAID YOUSSOUF Milahaili

Directeur Général de ’ONACSA

Office National pour le contréle sanitaire des produits
alimentaires

INTERNATIONAL GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
ORGANISATIONS GOUVERNEMENTALES
INTERNATIONALES

ORGANIZACIONES GUBERNAMENTALES
INTERNACIONALES

I1F — 1IR (Institut International du Froid —
International Institute of Refrigeration)

Mr. Félix DEPLEDT
Expert

Institut International du Froid
177, boulevard Malesherbes
75017 Paris (France)

Tel : 0033 (0)14227 3235
Fax : 00 33 (0)1 47 63 17 98

Email : iifiir@iifiir.org



O.1.E. (World Organisation for Animal Health)

Dr. Willem DROPPERS

Chargé de Mission to the Director General of the OIE
12, rue de Prony

75017 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 44 15 18 88

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 42 67 09 87

Email : w.droppers@oie.int

Dr. Francesco BERLINGIERI

Deputy Head — International Trade Department
12, rue de Prony

75017 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 44 15 18 88

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 42 67 09 87

Email : f.berlingieri@oie.int

OlV (Organisation internationale de la Vigne et du

Vin)

Mme Kate HARDY
Chef d’Unité Droit & Réglementation
18, rue d’Aguesseau
75008 Paris (France)
Tel : 01 44 94 80 80
Fax : 01 42 66 90 63

Email : khardy@oiv.int

M. Ignacio SANCHEZ RECARTE
Chef d’Unité Viticulture

18, rue d’Aguesseau

75008 Paris (France)

Tel : 01 44 94 80 80

Fax : 01 42 66 90 63

Email : isanchez@oiv.int

WTO/OMC (Word Trade Organisation — Organisation

Mondiale du Commerce)

Mme Gretchen STANTON

Senior Counsellor

Agriculture and Commaodities Division
WTO/OMC

154 Rue de Lausanne

CH-1211 Genéve 21 (Suisse)

Tel : 0041 22 739 5086

Fax : 00 41 22 739 5760

Email : Gretchen.Stanton@wto.org
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INTERNATIONAL NON-GOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATIONS

ORGANISATIONS NON-GOUVERNEMENTALES
INTERNATIONALES

ORGANIZATIONS INTERNACIONALES NO
GUBERNAMENTALES

49P (49" Parallel Biotechnology Consortium)

Prof. Philip L. BEREANO

Co-Director - 49" Parallel Biotechnology Consortium
3807 S. Mc Clellan Street

Seattle, Washington 98144 (USA)

Tel : 00 1 206 543 9037

Fax : 00 1 206 543 8858

Email : pbereano@u.washington.edu

AEDA/EFLA (Association Européenne pour le Droit
de I’Alimentation)

Mme Nicole COUTRELIS
Secrétaire Générale

AEDA

C/O Coutrelis et Associés

235 rue de la Loi, bte 12
B-1040 Bruxelles (Belgique)
Tel : 00 32 2 230 48 45

Fax : 00 32 2 230 82 06

Email : efla_aeda@hotmail.com

Mr. Miguel FERNANDES DA SILVA
Membre

AEDA

235 rue de la Loi, bte 12

B-1040 Bruxelles (Belgique)

Tel : 0032 2230 48 45

Fax : 00 32 2 230 82 06

Email : efla_aeda@hotmail.com

ALA (Asociacion Latinoamericana de Avicultura)

Dr. Isidro MOLFESE

Observer

Asociacion Latinoamericana de Avicultura
Arce 441

1426 Buenos Aires (Argentina)

Tel : 00 54 11 4774-4770

Cel : 00 54 9 11 4539-2595

Email : molfese@ciudad.com.ar

CONSUMERS INTERNATIONAL

Mme Sue DAVIES

Chief Policy Advisor

Which ? The UK Consumers’Association
2 Marylebone Road

London NW1 4DF (Royaume-Uni)

Tel : 00 44 20 7770 7274

Fax : 00 44 20 7770 7666

Email : sue.davies@which.co.uk
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Mr. Bejon Kumar MISRA

Chief Executive Officer

Voluntary Organisation in Interest of Consumer Education
VOICE

441 (Basement), Jangpura, Mathura Road

New Delhi 110014

Tel : 00 91 11 24379078-80

Fax : 0091 11 24379081

Email : bejonmisra@consumer-voice.org

CRN (Council for Responsible Nutrition)

Dr. John HATHCOCK

Vice President,

Council for Responsible Nutrition
1828 L Street, NW, Suite 900
Washington, DC 20036-5114 (USA)
Tel : 00 1 202 776 7955

Fax : 00 1 202 204 7980

Email : jhathcock@crnusa.org

Mme Sarah KEY

Associate

Foley & Lardner LLP

3000 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20007 (USA)
Tel : 00 1 202 295 4720

Fax : 00 1 202 672 5399

Email : skey@foley.com

Mr. Mark MANSOUR
Partner

Foley & Lardner LLP

3000 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20007 (USA)
Tel : 00 1 202 672 5585

Fax : 001202 672 5399
Email : mmansour@foley.com

ENCA (European Network of Childbirth Associations)

Mme Juanita JAUER-STEICHEN
ENCA

Codex Working Group

C/O Initiativ Liewensunfank

20 Rue de Conterne

L-5955 Itzig (Luxembourg)

Tel : 00 352 36 05 98

Email : info@liewensufank.lu

IBFAN (International Baby Food Action Network)

Mme Maryse LEHNERS-ARENDT
Chargée de Direction

Initiativ Liewensufank

20 rue de Contern

L-5955 Itzig (Luxembourg)

Tel : 00 352 36 05 97 13

Fax : 00 352 36 61 34

Email : info@liewensufank.lu

IDF/FIL (International Dairy Federation)

Mme Dominique BUREL
Responsable Réglementation
FIL-IDF France / ALF / CNIEL
43 rue de Chéteaudun

75314 Paris Cedex 9 (France)
Tel : 0033 (0)1497071 15
Fax : 00 33 (0)1 42 80 63 45
Email : dburel-alf@cniel.com

Mille Aurélie DUBOIS

Assistant to the Technical Director
International Dairy Federation
Diamant Building

Boulevard Auguste Reyers, 80
1030 Bruxelles (Belgique)

Tel : 00 32 2 706 86 45
Fax:003227330413

Email : adubois@fil-idf.org

IFAH (International Federation for Animal Health)

Dr. Peter G. H. JONES
Executive Director

IFAH

Rue Defacqz 1

B-1000 Bruxelles (Belgique)
Tel : 00 32 2 541 0111

Fax: 003225410119

Email : ifah@ifahsec.org

Dr. Olivier ESPEISSE

Technical Manager

ELANCO ANIMAL HEALTH
Research & Development
Stoofstraat 52

B-1000 Bruxelles (Belgique)

Tel : 00 32 2 476 666 704
Fax:00322

Email : espeisse olivier@lilly.com

IFT (Institut of Food Technologists)

Dr. Barbara PETERSEN

Practice Director and Principal Scientist
Food and Chemicals Practice

Exponent

1730 Rhode Island Ave, N.W.

Suite 1100

Washington DC 20036 (USA)

Tel : 00 1 202 772 4901

Fax : 00 1 202 772 4979

Email : bpetersen@exponent.com

IFU (International Federation of Fruit Juice

Producers)

Mme Elisabetta ROMEO-VAREILLE
Secretary General

23, boulevard des Capucines

75002 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 47 4282 80

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 47 428281

Email : ifu@ifu-fruitjuice.com




ISDI (International Special Dietary Foods Industries)

Dr. Andrée BRONNER

Secretaire Générale

194 rue de Rivoli

75001 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 53 45 87 87

Fax : 00 33 (0)1 534587 80

Email : andree.bronner@isdifederation.org

Mme Amandine DEVERGIES

Attachée affaires réglementaires et scientifiques
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APPENDIX 11

DRAFT TERMS OF REFERENCE OF THE COMMITTEE ON FOOD ADDITIVES AND THE
COMMITTEE ON CONTAMINANTS IN FOODS

Codex Committee on Food Additives
Terms of reference:
(a) to establish or endorse permitted maximum levels for individual food additives;

(b) to prepare priority lists of food additives for risk assessment by the Joint FAO/WHO Expert Committee
on Food Additives;

(c) to assign functional classes to individual food additives;
(d) torecommend specifications of identity and purity for food additives for adoption by the Commission;
(e) to consider methods of analysis for the determination of additives in food; and

(f) to consider and elaborate standards or codes for related subjects such as the labelling of food additives
when sold as such.

Codex Committee on Contaminants in Foods
Terms of reference:

(a) to establish or endorse permitted maximum levels or guidelines levels for contaminants and for
naturally occurring toxicants in food and feed;

(b) to prepare priority lists of contaminants for risk assessment by the Joint FAO/WHO Expert Committee
on Food Additives;

(c) to consider methods of analysis and sampling for the determination of contaminants in food and feed,;
(d) to develop standards or codes of practice for related subjects; and

(e) to consider other matters assigned to it by the Commission in relation to contaminants in food and feed

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE TERMS OF REFERENCE OF THE COMMITTEE ON
FOOD HYGIENE
(@) to (f) [no change]

(9) to consider microbiological risk management matters in relation to food hygiene, including food
irradiation, and in relation to the risk assessment of FAO and WHO.
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APPENDIX I

DRAFT REVISED CRITERIA FOR PRIORITIZATION PROCESS OF COMPOUNDS FOR
EVALUATION BY JMPR

1. GENERAL CRITERIA
11 Criteria for Inclusion of Compounds on the Priority List

Before a pesticide can be considered for the Priority List it:

i must be registered for use in a member country;

ii must be available for use as a commercial product;

iii must not have been already accepted for consideration; and

iv must give rise to residues in or on a food or feed commodity moving in international trade, the
presence of which is (or may be) a matter of public health concern and thus create (or have the potential to
create) problems in international trade.

1.2 Criteria for Selecting Food Commodities for which Codex MRLs or EMRLs Should Be
Established

The commodity for which the establishment of a Codex MRL or EMRL is sought should be such that it may
form a component in international trade. A higher priority will be given to commodities that represent a
significant proportion of the diet.

Note:

Before proposing a pesticide/commodity for prioritization, it is recommended that governments check if the
pesticide is already in the Codex system. Pesticide/commodity combinations that are already included in the
Codex system or under consideration are found in a working document prepared for and used as a basis of
discussion at each Session of the Codex Committee on Pesticide Residues. Consult the document of the latest
session to see whether or not a given pesticide has already been considered.

2. CRITERIA FOR PRIORITISATION
2.1 New Chemicals

When prioritizing new chemicals for evaluation by the JMPR, the Committee will consider the following
criteria:

1. If the chemical has a reduced acute and/or chronic toxicity risk to humans compared with other
chemicals in its classification (insecticide, fungicide, herbicide);
2. The date when the chemical was nominated for evaluation;

3. Commitment by the sponsor of the compound to provide supporting data for review with a firm date
for data submission;

4. The availability of regional/national reviews and risk assessments, and coordination with other
regional/national lists; and

5. Allocating priorities to new chemicals, so that at least 50% of evaluations are for new chemicals, if
possible.

Note

In order to satisfy the criterion that the proposed new chemical is a “safer” or “reduced risk” replacement
chemical, the nominating country is required to provide:

i the name(s) of the chemicals for which the proposed chemical is likely to be an alternative;
ii acomparison of the acute and chronic toxicities of the proposed chemical with other chemicals in its
classification (insecticide, fungicide, herbicide);
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a summary of acute and chronic dietary exposure calculations encompassing the range of diets
considered by CCPR; and

other relevant information to support classification of the proposed chemical as a safer alternative
chemical.

Periodic Re-Evaluation

When prioritizing chemicals for periodic re-evaluation by the JMPR, the Committee will consider the
following criteria:

1.
2.

7.

If the intake and/or toxicity profile indicate some level of public health concern;

Chemicals that have not been reviewed toxicologically for more than 15 years and/or not having a
significant review of maximum residue limits for 15 years;

The year the chemical is listed in the list for Candidate Chemicals for Periodic Re-evaluation —Not
Yet Scheduled;

The date that data will be submitted:;

Whether the CCPR has been advised by a national government that the chemical has been
responsible for trade disruption;

If there is a closely related chemical that is a candidate for periodic re-evaluation that can be
evaluated concurrently; and

The availability of current labels arising from recent national re-evaluations.

2.3 Evaluations

When prioritizing proposed toxicological or residue evaluations by the JMPR the Committee will consider
the following criteria:

1.
2.
3.
4

Note:

The date the request was received,;
Commitment by the sponsor to provide the required data for review with a firm date of submission;
Whether the data is submitted under the 4-year rule for evaluations; and

The nature of the data to be submitted, and the reason for its submission; for example, a request from
CCPR.

Where a pesticide has already been evaluated by the JMPR and MRLs, EMRLs or GLs have been
established, new evaluations may be initiated if one or more of the following situations arise:

v

New toxicological data becomes available to indicate a significant change in the ADI or ARTD.

The JMPR may note a data deficiency in a Periodic Re-evaluation or New Chemical evaluation. In
response, national governments or other interested parties may pledge to supply the information to
the appropriate Joint Secretary of the JMPR with a copy for consideration by the CCPR. Following
scheduling in the JMPR tentative schedule, the data should be submitted subsequently to the
appropriate Joint Secretary of the IMPR.

The CCPR may place a chemical under the four-year rule, in which case the government or industry
should indicate support for the specific MRLs to the FAO Joint Secretary of the JMPR. Following
scheduling in the JMPR tentative schedule, any data in support of maintenance of the MRL(s) would
be submitted to the FAQ Joint Secretary of the IMPR.

A government member may seek to expand the use of an existing Codex chemical: that is, obtain
MRLs for one or more new commodities where some MRLs already exist for other commaodities.
Such requests should be directed to the FAO Joint Secretary of the JMPR and submitted for
consideration by the CCPR. Following scheduling in the JMPR tentative schedule, the data would be
submitted to the FAO Joint Secretary of the JMPR.
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Vi

vii

A government member may seek to review a MRL due to a change in GAP. For example a new GAP
may necessitate a larger MRL. In this case the request should be made to the FAO Joint Secretary
with a copy for consideration by the Committee. Following scheduling in the JMPR tentative
schedule, the data would be submitted to the FAO Joint Secretary of the IMPR.

The CCPR may request a clarification or reconsideration of a recommendation from the JMPR. In
such cases the relevant Joint Secretary will schedule the request for the next IMPR.

A serious public health concern may emerge in relation to a particular pesticide for which MRLs
exist. In such cases government members should notify the WHO Joint Secretary of the JMPR
promptly and provide appropriate data to the WHO Joint Secretary.
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APPENDIX IV

THE USE OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS: SAMPLING PLANS, RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE
ANALYTICAL RESULTS, THE MEASUREMENT UNCERTAINTY, RECOVERY FACTORS AND
PROVISIONS IN CODEX STANDARDS

(To be included in the Codex Procedural Manual at the end of the sections on methods of analysis and
sampling in the Guidelines for the Inclusion of Specific Provisions in Codex Standards and Related Texts)

ISSUES INVOLVED

There are a number of analytical and sampling considerations which prevent the uniform implementation of
legislative standards. In particular, different approaches may be taken regarding sampling procedures, the
use of measurement uncertainty and recovery corrections.

At present there is no official guidance on how to interpret analytical results in the framework of Codex.
Significantly different decisions may be taken after analysis of the “same sample”. For example some
countries use an “every-item-must-comply” sampling regime, others use an “average of a lot” regime, some
deduct the measurement uncertainty associated with the result, others do not, some countries correct
analytical results for recovery, others do not. This interpretation may also be affected by the number of
significant figures included in any commodity specification.

It is essential that analytical results be are interpreted in the same way if there is to be harmonization in the
framework of Codex.

It is stressed that this is not an analysis or sampling problem as such but an administrative problem which has
been highlighted as the result of recent activities in the analytical sector, most notably the development of
International Guidelines on the Use of Recovery Factors when Reporting Analytical Results and various
Guides prepared dealing with Measurement Uncertainty.

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that when a Codex Commodity Committee discusses and agrees on a commodity
specification and the analytical methods concerned, it states the following information in the Codex
Standard:

1. Sampling Plans

The appropriate sampling plan, as outlined in the Guidelines for Sampling (CAC/GL 50-2004), Section 2.1.2
Guidelines on Sampling to control conformity of products with the specification. This should state:

= whether the specification applies to every item in a lot; or to the average in a lot, or the proportion
non-conforming;

= the appropriate acceptable quality level to be used;

= the acceptance conditions of a lot controlled, in relation to the qualitative/quantitative characteristic
determined on the sample.

2. Measurement Uncertainty

An allowance is to be made for the measurement uncertainty when deciding whether or not an analytical
result falls within the specification. This requirement may not apply in situations when a direct health hazard
is concerned, such as for food pathogens.
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3. Recovery

Analytical results are to be expressed on a recovery corrected basis where appropriate and relevant, and
when corrected it has to be so stated.

If a result has been corrected for recovery, the method by which the recovery was taken into account should
be stated. The recovery rate is to be quoted wherever possible.

When laying down provisions for standards, it will be necessary to state whether the result obtained by a
method used for analysis within conformity checks shall be expressed on an recovery-corrected basis or not..

4. Significant Figures

The units in which the results are to be expressed and the number of significant figures to be included in the
reported result.
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APPENDIX V

Management of the Work of the Codex Committee on Food Hygiene

The Proposed Process by which the Codex Committee on Food Hygiene will undertake its work
Purpose
1. The following guidelines are established to assist the CCFH to:
e Identify, prioritize and efficiently carry out its work, and

e Interact with [other Codex Committees, Task Forces, and] FAO/WHO and their scientific bodies
as the need arises.

Scope

2. These guidelines apply to all work undertaken by the CCFH and encompass: guidelines and
procedures for proposing new work; criteria and procedures for considering the priorities for proposed and
existing work; procedures for implementing new work; [the approach to interaction of CCFH with other
Codex Committees and/or Task Forces on items of mutual interest;] and a process by which CCFH will
obtain scientific advice from FAO/WHO.

Process for Considering Proposals for New Work

3. To facilitate the process of managing the work of the Committee, CCFH will may establish an ad hoc
Working Group for the Establishment of CCFH Work Priorities (“ad hoc Working Group”) at each Session,
in accordance with the Guidelines on Physical Working Groups.

4.  The Codex Committee on Food Hygiene will, normally, employ the following process for undertaking
new work.

i A request for proposals for new work and/or revision of an existing standard will be issued in
the form of a Codex Circular Letter, if required.

iii. Proposals for new work received in response to the Codex Circular Letter will be transmitted to
the Host of the ad hoc Working Group as well as the CCFH Chair-by-the Host government
GCountry and Codex Secretariats.

iv. The Chair Host of the ad hoc Working Group will collate the proposals for new work in a
document that will be distributed by the Codex Secretariat to Codex members and observers for
review and comment within a specified time frame.

V. The ad hoc Working Group will meet as decided by the Committee, normally on the day
befoere prior to the opening plenary session of CCFH to develop recommendations for
consideration by the Committee during the CCFH session. The ad hoc Working Group will
review the proposals for new work along with comments submitted. It will verify the
completeness and compliance with the prioritization criteria of the proposals for new work and
make recommendations to the Committee on whether the proposals for new work should be
accepted, denied, or returned for additional information.

If accepted, a recommendation will be provided on the priority of the proposal for new work
compared to pre-established priorities. The priority of the proposals for new work will be
established using the guidelines outlined below, taking into account the ‘Criteria for the
Establishment of Work Priorities’*. Proposals for new work of lower priority may be delayed if
resources are limiting. Proposals for new work of lower priority not recommended may be
reconsidered at the next CCFH session. If the ad hoc Working Group recommends that a

Codex Procedural Manual, 15" Edition.
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proposal for new work be “denied” or “returned for revision,” a justification for this
recommendation will be provided.

Vi. At the CCFH session, the ad hoc Working Group Chair will introduce the recommendations of
the ad hoc Working Group to the Committee. The CCFH will decide whether a proposal for
new work and/or revision of an existing standard is accepted, returned for revision, or denied. If
accepted, a project document?, which may include amendments agreed upon by the Committee,
will be prepared by the CCFH and submitted to the Codex Alimentarius Commission (CAC)
with a request for approval of the proposed new work.

Proposals for New Work

6. In addition to the prowsmns applylng to proposals for new Work in the Procedural Manual, the
proposals for new Work 2 A

prepesals—fer—new—werlewrl—l should mclude a Rlsk Proflle as approprlate The proposals for new work
should indicate the specific nature or outcome of the new work being proposed (e.g., new or revised code of

hygienic practice, risk management guidance document).

7. The proposals for new work will typically address a food hygiene issue of public health significance.
It should describe in as much detail as possible, the scope and impact of the issue and the extent to which it
impacts on international trade.

8.  The proposal for new work may also:

) address an issue that affects progress within CCFH or by other committees, provided it is
consistent with the mandate of CCFH;

. facilitate risk analysis activities; or

o establish or revise general principles or guidance. The need to revise existing CCFH texts may
be to reflect current knowledge and/or improve consistency with the Recommended
International Code of Practice: General Principles of Food Hygiene (CAC/RCP 1-1969, Rev.
4-2003).

Prioritization of Proposals for New Work

9.  The Committee will prioritize its proposals for new work at each CCFH meeting if required. This will
be carried out by the Committee after consideration of the recommendations from the ad hoc Working
Group. The ad hoc Working Group will consider the prlorlty of proposals for new work taklng into account
the current workload of the Committee, 3
new-work-that-meet-the and in accordance with the “Crlterla for the Establlshment of Work Pr|or|t|es”
criteria-specified-by-the-CAC and if necessary, additional criteria speeified-inaTerms-of Reference-the-ad
hec-Woerking-Greup-to be prepared by the Committee te. If CCFH resources are limited, proposals for new
work or existing work may need to be delayed in order to advance higher priority work. A higher priority
should be given to proposals for new work needed to control an urgent public health problem.

The elements of a project document are described in the Codex Procedural Manual, 15" Edition.

Definition of a risk profile is “the description of the food safety problem and its context” (Codex Procedural
Manual, 14™ Edition). The elements of a risk profile are provided in the Proposed Draft Principles and
Guidelines for the Conduct of Microbiological Risk Management.



Obtaining Scientific Advice

15. There are instances where progress on the work of the Committee will require an international risk
assessment or other expert scientific advice. This advice will be typically be sought through FAO/WHO
(e.g. through JEMRA, ad hoc expert consultations), though in certain instances such advice may be
requested from other specialized international scientific bodies (e.g. ICMSF). When undertaking such work,
the Committee should follow the structured approach given in the Codex Principles and Guidelines for the
Conduct of Microbiological Risk Management (under development).-Fhe-Committee-witlalso-keep-in-mind
and the Codex Working Principles for Risk Analysis for Application in the Framework of the Codex
Alimentarius®.

16. In seeking an international risk assessment to be conducted by FAO/WHO (e.g., through JEMRA),
CCFH should consider and seek advice on whether:

i. Sufficient scientific knowledge and data to conduct the needed risk assessment are available or
obtainable in a timely manner. (An initial evaluation of available knowledge and data will
typically be provided within the Risk Profile.)

ii. There is a reasonable expectation that a risk assessment will provide results that can assist in
reaching risk management decisions related to control of the microbiological hazard without
unduly delaying the adoption of the needed microbiological risk management guidance.

iii. Risk assessments performed at the regional, national and multinational levels that can facilitate
the conduct of an international risk assessment are available.

17. If the Committee decides to request that a microbiological risk assessment or other scientific advice be
developed, the Committee will forward a specific request to FAO/WHO, the risk profile document, a clear
statement of the purpose and scope of the work to be undertaken, any time constraints facing the Committee
that could impact the work, and the case of a risk assessment, the specific risk management questions to be
addressed by the risk assessors. The Committee will, as appropriate, also provide FAO/WHO with
|nformat|on relatlng to the nsk assessment pollcy for the speC|f|c risk assessment work to be undertaken

55‘“—sess+en4af—GGEXEe FAO/WHO WI|| evaluate the request accordlng to thelr criteria and subsequently
inform the Committee of its decision on whether or not to carry out such work together with a scope of work
to be undertaken. If FAO/WHO respond favorably, the Committee will encourage its members to submit
their relevant scientific data. If a decision is made by FAO/WHO not to perform the requested risk
assessment, FAO/WHO will inform the Committee of this fact and the reasons for not undertaking the work
(e.g., lack of data, lack of financial resources).

18. The Committee recognizes that an iterative process between risk managers and risk assessors is
essential throughout the process described above and for the adequate undertaking of any microbiological
risk assessment and the development of any microbiological risk management guidance document or other
CCFH document(s). The iterative process is described in Annex I.

19. The FAO/WHO will provide the results of the microbiological risk assessment(s) to the Committee in
a format and fashion to be determined jointly by the Committee and FAO/WHO. As needed, the FAO/WHO

> Criteria developed for adoption by the Commission. See report of the 21% CCGP, ALINORM 05/28/33,
Appendices V and VI.
Codex Procedural Manual, 15" edition.
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will provide scientific expertise to the Committee at-Cemmittee-session-or-werking-group, as feasible, to

provide guidance on the appropriate interpretation of the risk assessment.

20. Microbiological risk assessments carried out by FAO/WHO (JEMRA) will operate under the
framework contained in the Principles and Guidelines for the Conduct of Microbiological Risk Assessment
(CAC/RCP 020-1999).
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Annex |

ITERATIVE PROCESS BETWEEN THE CODEX COMMITTEE ON FOOD HYGIENE AND
FAO/WHO FOR THE CONDUCT OF MICROBIOLOGICAL RISK ASSESSMENT

[The Codex Committee on Food Hygiene recognizes that an iterative process between risk managers and risk
assessors is essential for the adequate undertaking of any microbiological risk assessment and the
development of any microbiological risk management guidance document or other CCFH document(s). In
particular, dialogue between the Committee and FAO/WHO is desirable to thoroughly assess the feasibility
of the risk assessment, to assure that risk assessment policy are clear, and to ensure that the risk management
questions posed by the Committee are appropriate.] If FAO/WHO agrees that the requested risk assessment
proposed in the Risk Profile is feasible and WI|| be undertaken a senes of planned mteractlons between the
FAO/WHO JEMRA and the Committee o

guidanee-doeument-should be scheduled to assure effectlve mteractlon In certaln mstances when the subject
matter would benefit from additional interaction with other Codex Committees or other FAO/WHO risk
assessment bodies, these committees should be included into the iterative process.

[It is essentlal that communlcatlons between these entltles are tlmely and effectlve] Any—mtetcmedrlary—@—e—

[The Committee andfor-itsHaison(i-ethe-Werking-Group) is likely to receive questions from FAO/WHO or

the designated risk assessment body (e.g., JEMRA) relating to the requested microbiological risk
assessment(s). The questions may include those needed to clarify the scope and application of the risk
assessment, the nature of the risk management control options to be considered, key assumptions to be made
regarding the risk assessment, and the analytical strategy to be employed in the absence of key data needed
to perform the risk assessment. Likewise, the Committee andioritstHaison—{e—the\Weorking-Group) may
pose questions to FAO/WHO or their designation (JEMRA) to clarify, expand, or adjust the risk assessment
to better address the risk management questions posed or to develop and/or understand the risk management
control options selected. Timely, appropriate responses are needed for these interactions.]

The Committee may elect to discontinue or modify work on a risk assessment if the iterative process
demonstrates that: 1) completion of an adequate risk assessment is not feasible; or 2) it is not possible to
provide appropriate risk management options. However, FAO/WHO may decide to continue the work if it is
considered necessary to meet the needs of their member countries.
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APPENDIX VI

DURATION OF THE TERM OF OFFICE OF THE MEMBERS OF THE EXECUTIVE
COMMITTEE
(PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES OF PROCEDURE)

RULE 111 OFFICERS

1. The Commission shall elect a Chairperson and three Vice-Chairpersons from among the representatives,
alternates and advisers (hereinafter referred to as “delegates”) of the Members of the Commission; it being
understood that no delegate shall be eligible without the concurrence of the head of his delegation. They
shall be elected at each session and shall hold office from the end of the session at which they were elected
until the end of the following regular session. The Chairperson and Vice-Chairpersons may remain in office
only with the continuing endorsement of the respective Member of the Commission of which they were a
delegate at the time of election. The Directors-General of FAO and WHO shall declare a position vacant
when advised by the Member of the Commission that such endorsement has ceased. The Chairperson and the

Vice-Chairpersons shall be eligible for re-election but-after-having-served-two-consecutive-terms-shall-be
inehigible-te-hold-such-office for-the-nextsuecceeding-term twice, provided that by the end of their second

term of office they have not served for a period of more than two years.

RULE IV COORDINATORS

2. Appointment of Coordinators shall be made exclusively on the proposal of a majority of the Members of
the Commlssmn Whlch constltute the reglon or group of countrles concerned Gee#el+nate|ts—s~hau—held—eﬁ+ee

next-succeeding-term. In prlnC|pIe they shaII be nomlnated at each session of the relevant Coordlnatlng
Committee established under Rule XI1.1(b)(ii), and appointed at the following regular session of the
Commission. They shall hold office from the end of this session. Coordinators may be reappointed for
a second term. The Commission shall make such arrangements as may be necessary in order to
ensure continuity in the functions of the Coordinators.

RULEV EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

1. The Executive Committee shall consist of the Chairperson and Vice-Chairpersons of the Commission and
the Coordinators appointed on the basis of Rule 1V together with seven further members elected by the
Commission at regular sessions from among the Members of the Commission, one each coming from the
following geographic locations: Africa, Asia, Europe, Latin America and the Caribbean, Near East, North
America, South West Pacific. Not more than one delegate from any one country shall be a member of the
Executive Committee. Members elected on a geographic basis shall hold office from the end of the session
at which they were elected until the end of the second succeeding regular session and shall be eligible for re-
election if they have not served for more than two years in their current term, but after having served
two consecutive terms shall be ineligible to hold such office for the next succeeding term.

(Secretariat to take care of possible consequential changes)
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APPENDIX VII

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE PROCEDURES FOR THE ELABORATION OF CODEX
STANDARDS AND RELATED TEXTS AND TO THE GUIDELINES ON THE CONDUCT OF
MEETINGS OF CODEX COMMITTEES AND AD HOC INTERGOVERNMENTAL TASK
FORCES

PROCEDURES FOR THE ELABORATION OF CODEX STANDARDS AND RELATED TEXTS

PART 3. UNIFORM PROCEDURE FOR THE ELABORATION OF CODEX STANDARDS AND
RELATED TEXTS

Step 8

The draft standard is submitted through the Secretariat to the Executive Committee for critical review and to
the Commission, together with any written proposals received from Members and interested international
organizations for amendments at Step 8, with a view to its adoption as a Codex standard. In taking any
decision at this step, the Commission will give due consideration to the outcome of the critical review
and to any comments that may be submitted by any of its Members regarding the implications which
the draft standard or any provisions thereof may have for their economic interests. In the case of
Regional standards, all Members and interested international organizations may present their comments, take
part in the debate and propose amendments but only the majority of Members of the region or group of
countries concerned attending the session can decide to amend and adopt the draft.

PART 4. UNIFORM ACCELERATED PROCEDURE FOR THE ELABORATION OF CODEX
STANDARDS AND RELATED TEXTS

Step 5

In the case of standards identified as being subject to an accelerated elaboration procedure, the proposed
draft standard is submitted through the Secretariat to the Executive Committee for critical review and to the
Commission, together with any written proposals received from Members and interested international
organizations for amendments, with a view to its adoption as a Codex standard. In taking any decision at this
step, the Commission will give due consideration to the outcome of the critical review and to any
comments that may be submitted by any of its Members regarding the implications which the proposed draft
standard or any provisions thereof may have for their economic interests. In the case of Regional
standards, all Members and interested international organizations may present their comments, take
part in the debate and propose amendments but only the majority of Members of the region or group
of countries concerned attending the session can decide to amend and adopt the proposed draft.
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GUIDE TO THE PROCEDURE FOR THE REVISION AND AMENDMENT OF CODEX
STANDARDS

3. The procedure for amending or revising a Codex standard is weultd-be-as-laid down in paragraphs 8 5
and-6 of the Introduction to the Procedure for the Elaboration of Codex Standards and Related Texts.
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GUIDELINES ON THE CONDUCT OF MEETINGS OF CODEX COMMITTEES AND AD HOC
INTERGOVERNMENTAL TASK FORCES

REPORTS
[..]

The Joint FAO/WHO Secretariat should ensure that, as soon as possible and in any event not later than one
month after the end of the session, copies of the final report, as adopted in the languages of the Committee,

are sent to all members and observers of the Commission participantsand-al-Codex-Contact-Points.

Circular Letters should be attached to the report, as required, requesting comments on Proposed
Draft or Draft Standards or Related Texts at Step 5, 8 or Step 5 (Accelerated), with the indication of
the date by which comments or proposed amendments must be received in writing, so as to allow such
comments to be considered by the Commission.
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ALINORM 06/29/33
APPENDIX VIII

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE GENERAL PRINCIPLES OF THE CODEX
ALIMENTARIUS

Purpose of the Codex Alimentarius

1. The Codex Alimentarius is a collection of internationally adopted food standards and related texts
presented in a uniform manner. These food standards and related texts aim at protecting consumers’ health

and ensurlng falr practlces in the food trade Ihe—GedeaeAhmemaHHs—aLse—mele@es—p#ew&ens—ef—an—adwser

aehwwng%h&pamese&eﬁhe@ede%kmemanus The publlcatlon of the Codex Allmentarlus is mtended to

guide and promote the elaboration and establishment of definitions and requirements for foods to assist in
their harmonization and in doing so to facilitate international trade.

Scope of the Codex Alimentarius

2. The Codex Alimentarius includes standards for all the principal foods, whether processed, semi-
processed or raw, for distribution to the consumer. Materials for further processing into foods should be
included to the extent necessary to achieve the purposes of the Codex Alimentarius as defined. The Codex
Alimentarius includes provisions in respect of food hygiene, food additives, pesticide residues of pesticides
and veterinary drugs, contaminants, labelling and presentation, methods of analysis and sampling, and import

and export inspection and certification.-H-alse-includes-provisions-of-an-advisory-nature-in-the-form-of codes
of practice, guidelines and other recommended measures.

Nature of Codex Standards

3. Codex standards and related texts are not a substitute for, or alternative to national legislation. Every
country’s laws and administrative procedures contain provisions with which it is essential to comply.

43. Codex standards and related texts contain requirements for food aimed at ensuring for the consumer
a safe seund, wholesome food product free from adulteration, correctly labelled and presented. A Codex
standard for any food or foods should be drawn up in accordance with the Format for Codex Commaodity
Standards and contain, as appropriate, the sections eriteria listed therein.

Revision of Codex Standards

54. The Codex Alimentarius Commission and its subsidiary bodies are committed to revision as
necessary of Codex standards and related texts to ensure that they are consistent with and reflect current
scientific knowledge and other relevant information. When required, a standard or related text shall be
revised or removed in accordance with the Procedures for the Elaboratlon of Codex Standards and Related
Texts v A ard. Each member of the
Codex Allmentarlus Commission is respon5|ble for |dent|fy|ng and presentlng to the approprlate committee,
any new scientific and other relevant information which may warrant revision of any existing Codex
standards or related texts.




