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-iiSUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
The summary and conclusions of the Thirteenth Session of the FAO/WHO Coordinating Committee for Latin
America and the Caribbean are as follows:
Matters for consideration by the Codex Alimentarius Commission:
The Committee:
-

Agreed to nominate Argentina for appointment as Regional Coordinator by the 26th Session of the
Commission (para. 118).

Other matters of interest to the Commission:
The Committee:
-

Welcomed the idea of the establishment of a FAO/WHO Trust Fund for the Participation of Developing
Countries in Codex Standard-Setting Procedures and noted that primary objective of such fund was to
enhance the participation of developing countries in the work of the Codex Alimentarius Commission and its
subsidiary bodies whereas capacity building activities should not be covered by the Trust Fund but carried out
in parallel by FAO and WHO on their own funds (paras. 9-14).

-

Recognized that an early risk assessment of the lactoperoxidase system for the preservation of raw milk
should be undertaken by JECFA to ensure an updated scientific basis to evaluate its safety while noting that in
tropical countries this system was used in accordance with the Codex Guidelines for the Preservation of Raw
Milk by the Lactoperoxidase System (paras. 15-16).

-

Stated its satisfaction with the report of the Joint FAO/WHO Evaluation of the Codex Alimentarius and
Other FAO and WHO Work on Food Standards and noted that the proposals in the Evaluation need to be
viewed holistically as they represented a substantial shift in the way of current Codex work (paras. 19-23).

-

Noted Other Matters of Interest from FAO and WHO with particular regard to the steps to be undertaken to
strengthen scientific advice to Codex and governments and the establishment of JEMRA at the same level as
JECFA and JMPR (paras. 24-28).

-

Expressed its opinion on several activities included in the Draft Medium-Term Plan 2003-2007 on
Objectives related to Promoting Sound Regulatory Framework (paras. 33-36), Promoting Widest and
Consistent Application of Scientific Principles and Risk Analysis, (paras. 37-42), Promoting Linkages with
Codex and Other Multilateral Regulatory Instruments and Conventions (paras. 43-46), Enhance Capacity to
Respond Effectively and Expeditiously to New Issues, Concerns and Developments in the Food Sector (para.
47), Promoting Maximum Membership and Participation (paras. 48-50) and Promoting Maximum Application
of Codex Standards (paras. 51-52).

-

Expressed its views concerning the "Traceability/Product Tracing" as a risk management option and for
other purposes and noted that it would be premature to consider the development of general guidelines or
other texts for the application of traceability/product tracing for food safety risk management until there was a
better understanding of the issues involved, especially terminology, whereas specific recommendations for
risk management purposes might continue on a case-by-case basis in the appropriate Codex Committees
(paras. 53-63).

-

Noted the activities on capacity building reported under FAO and WHO Capacity Building activities for
Food Standards and Regulations (paras. 64-75).

-

Agreed to continue to work on Food Safety in Tourist Zones and requested the delegations of Barbados,
Brazil, Cuba, Costa Rica and Dominican Republic with the assistance of INPPAZ to prepare a new proposal
for consideration at its next session (paras. 76-82).

-

Took note of the progress made on food control and food safety issues including Codex standards in the
Region (paras. 83-96).

-

Exchanged information on consumer participation in Codex work in the Region (paras. 97-111).

-

Unanimously adopted the Strategic Plan for the CCLAC (paras. 112-117).

-

Agreed to prepare a background document on Brazilian nuts (Bertholletia excelsa Humb. et Bonpl.) for
discussion at the relevant Codex Committees and report to the next session of the CCLAC on the outcome
(para. 119).
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INTRODUCTION
1.
The thirteenth Session of the FAO/WHO Coordinating Committee for Latin America and the Caribbean
was held in Santo Domingo, from 9 to 13 December 2002, at the kind invitation of the Government of the
Dominican Republic, under the Chairmanship of Dr Joaquín Rodríguez, Coordinator for Latin America and the
Caribbean. The Session was attended by delegates from 19 member countries, 1 observer country and 7
international organizations. A list of participants is provided in Appendix I of this report.
OPENING OF THE SESSION
2.
The Coordinator of the Committee for Latin America and the Caribbean Dr Joaquín Rodríguez welcomed
the participants and stressed the importance of the Regional Committee for Latin America and the Caribbean in
strengthening the relations and communication within the countries of the Region in the field of food safety and
quality. In this connection, he pointed out that international standards were a means of protecting consumer
health, ensuring fair and non-discriminatory practices in food trade in order to avoid unjustified restriction to the
trade of the region and the word.
3.
The President of the Commission of Codex Alimentarius, Dr Tom Billy welcomed the very high quality of
work and dynamism of the Committee for Latin America and the Caribbean under the leadership of its
Chairperson. He pointed out that, following 40 years’ of Codex work, the parent organizations (FAO and WHO)
had taken the initiative to evaluate the Commission’s work, and its methods of work, and to look at opportunities
for improvement. The task had been recently completed, with 42 recommendations to be considered at the
extraordinary meeting Session of the Commission scheduled for February 2003. He also drew attention on the
creation of the Trust Fund to support developing countries participation in Codex Standard-Setting Procedures.
4.
The Representative of WHO/PAHO, Dr Socorro Gross pointed out the importance of joint FAO-WHO
programs to reduce food born diseases prevalence, having as the ultimate objective the improvement of the
welfare and well-being of the population in the region. She also underlined the great importance of food safety
for the economy of these countries, recalling that food-born epidemics have strong negative effects on food
exports and tourist industry of the region. She stressed the importance of the Codex Alimentarius Commission to
elaborate international food standards and the responsibility of all the stakeholders to be involved actively and to
participate to the elaboration of these standards.
5.
The Representative of FAO in the Dominican Republic Ing. Roberto F. Arias Milla, drew attention on the
importance of Codex standards and the work of the Committee in the Region in the frame of the WTO
agreements, knowing that Codex standards are consistent with SPS and TBT agreement. He emphasized the need
to set up effective control systems and update national legislation in consistence with Codex standards to ensure
that food meets the requirements for consumption and exportation.
6.
The Session was officially opened by the State Secretary of Agriculture on behalf of the President of
Dominican Republic, Ing. Hipólito Mejía, in presence of the State Secretary of Health.
ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (Agenda Item 1)1
7.
The Coordinating Committee agreed to discuss the question of standards for the Brazil Nuts under Item 13
(Other Business) as proposed by the delegation of Bolivia, and with this modification adopted the Provisional
Agenda as the agenda for the session.
MATTERS ARISING FROM THE 24TH SESSION OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION
AND THE 49TH AND 50TH SESSIONS OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE (Agenda Item 2)2
8.
The Coordinating Committee noted matters arising from the 24th Session of the Codex Alimentarius
Commission (CAC) including those matters coming from the most recent 49 th and 50th Sessions of its Executive
Committee. The Coordinating Committee was informed that the paper was relevant to other specific agenda items
under consideration at the current meeting. In particular, the following matters were highlighted:

1
2

CX/LAC 02/1
CX/LAC 02/2 and comments from Consumers International (CRD 1).
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TRUST FUND
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FOR THE

PARTICIPATION

OF

DEVELOPING COUNTRIES

IN

CODEX STANDARD-SETTING

9.
The Representative of the World Health Organization (WHO) gave a summary of the discussion held at the
50th Session of the Executive Committee in relation to this matter. In addition, he informed that the Terms of
Reference of the FAO/WHO Consultative Group, which would give guidance to the project, had been approved
by both Organizations. A WHO consultant had explored potential sources of financing for the Trust Fund. These
sources included both governments and private sector. As a result, a fund raising strategy had been prepared
which would be used in the establishment of the Trust Fund. He also informed that the relevant guidelines of
FAO and WHO for cooperation with the private sector had been compared.
10. The Coordinating Committee welcomed the idea of the establishment of a FAO/WHO Trust Fund.
However, a number of delegations stressed that the primary objective of such fund was to enhance the
participation of developing countries in the work of the Codex Alimentarius Commission and its subsidiary bodies
whereas capacity building activities should not be covered by the Trust Fund but carried out in parallel by FAO
and WHO on their own funds. Other delegations were of the opinion that the Trust Fund should also be used in
strengthening capacity building activities in relation to food standards and regulations.
11. Several delegations shared the view that, although guidance from the parent organizations for the selection
of government officials in national delegations to Codex meetings was desirable, the ultimate decision as to
designation of national delegates should rest with the government concerned.
12. The Observer from Consumers International pointed out that enhancement of participation in Codex work
should also focus on public participation in developing national positions for Codex from developing countries
and not only on participation of government officials at international Codex meetings. He therefore proposed the
addition of a fourth objective to the “Goal and Objectives of the Project” namely “help Project beneficiaries
strengthen participation of non-governmental actors in the elaboration of national positions for Codex meetings”.
13. In response to the concern expressed on the prioritization of the use of the Trust Fund for strengthening
participation of developing countries to Codex meetings, the Representative of WHO stated that the primary goal
of the Trust Fund was to enhance participation of developing countries and countries with economies in transition
in Codex work. In parallel, FAO and WHO would continue to strengthen their capacity building activities in the
area of food safety. In this regard, he also referred to the Standard and Trade Development Facility (STDF) aimed
at offering a platform for coordination of capacity building activities of the World Bank, WTO, FAO, WHO and
OIE among other agencies in the area of food safety. As regard selection of participants, he stated that the
ultimately choice of qualified delegates was the prerogative of governments.
14. As regards the status of the work on the development of the Trust Fund, the Representative of WHO
informed that en mid December 2002 FAO and WHO would meet at FAO Headquarters in Rome to elaborate sets
of criteria to operationalize the Trust Fund. These criteria related both to the fund raising aspects as well as to the
selection of beneficiaries. These criteria would serve for the establishment of a Trust Fund that was independent,
accountable, flexible, rapid and responsive. The outcome of this meeting would be included in a progress report
on the Trust Fund for consideration by the Extraordinary Session of the Codex Alimentarius Commission in
February 2003.
USE OF LACTOPEROXIDASE SYSTEM IN THE PRESERVATION OF RAW M ILK
15. Several delegations opposed to the use of the lactoperoxidase system as this practice could be avoided by
applying good agricultural, handling and manufacturing practices. In addition, they stressed that in their countries
they did not use the lactoperoxidase system which was even banned by national legislation. However, it was
recognized that in some countries, especially tropical ones, this system was used in accordance with Codex
guidelines. It was also recognized that, in any case, an early risk assessment of the lactoperoxidase system should
be undertaken by JECFA to ensure an updated scientific basis to evaluate its safety.
16. The delegation of Cuba informed the Coordinating Committee that this system was widely used in its
country and agreed that a risk assessment on the safety of the lactoperoxidase system should be carried out by
JECFA as early as possible.
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OTHER MATTERS
17. The delegation of Chile noted that there were matters that the Coordinating Committee might wish to
discuss in greater detail, such as: the question on the annual meetings of the Commission and the proposal to
arrange the same for regional coordinating committee meetings; the proposal of voting versus consensus; the
proposed draft Working Principles for Risk Analysis intended for Governments and the application of the
“precaution” in this framework; the membership of regional integration organizations in the Codex Alimentarius
Commission, account being taken of the economic market groups existing in the Region, etc.
18. In regard to the matter of the membership of regional economic integration organizations in the
Commission, the Secretary of the Codex Alimentarius Commission informed the Coordinating Committee that the
FAO Committee on Constitutional and Legal Matters had examined the proposal presented by the Codex
Committee on General Principles (CCGP) on this issue. In this regard, the FAO Committee had indicated that the
proposal was consistent with the FAO Constitution and therefore, there was no legal impediment for the
Commission to adopt the proposed amendment to the Procedural Manual in this respect.
EVALUATION OF CODEX AND THE OTHER FAO AND WHO FOOD STANDARDS WORK (Agenda
Item 3)3
19. The evaluation was introduced by Mr. Markie of the FAO Evaluation Service. He summarized the
arrangements for the evaluation and the findings. The evaluation had been conducted by an independent
evaluation team, supported by an independent expert panel. It had been managed by the offices responsible for
evaluation in FAO and WHO and not by the concerned technical units or the Codex Secretariat. A highly
consultative process had been followed through extensive questionnaires, visits to 24 countries and the European
Commission and discussions with a large number of partners and the Executive Committee of Codex. The report
had been issued on Friday 6 December in Arabic, English, French and Spanish (Chinese and Russian would
follow shortly). At the meeting itself, the executive summary had been distributed in hard copy and the full report
on CD ROM.
20. This was the first of the Regional Coordination Committees to meet after the report was released and there
had not been time for members to study it. The Committee thus, restricted itself to an exchange of preliminary
views on the findings and recommendations and took the opportunity to gain clarification on issues in the report.
21. Members supported the priorities identified by the evaluation for Codex, which clearly put health issues
first (Recommendation 3). The delegation of Brazil, supported by several other delegations, expressed
satisfaction on several issues relating to Codex management that were set out in the recommendations of the
Evaluation. However, these delegations expressed their concern at the inclusion of the “Informational labelling
relating to non-health and non-safety issues” among the areas of priority work, even as the least priority. They
stressed that the evaluation had itself noted, the difficulty Codex had in making progress in the area of information
labelling and that this was not always an appropriate area for international standards that would be referenced for
trade. They thus, felt that Codex should exclude work in this area. The delegation of Uruguay noted that
information labelling had two aspects: one that related to prevention of fraud which should be included and that
related to religious and cultural aspects which should be excluded. The Observer from Consumers’ International
emphasized, on the other hand, the importance his organization attached to such labelling. Mr. Markie referred
members to the wider discussion of this aspect in the evaluation report, noting that Codex would clearly reach its
own conclusions on priorities. However, it should be noted that information labelling included such basic data as
species for primary commodities and content specification for manufactured products.
22. Members emphasized the importance of increasing developing country participation in Codex and several
noted that Codex would need to ensure new measures to reinforce genuine participation of developing countries
(these included more between session work; the use of facilitators to consult with members and help develop
standards; and tighter management to ensure more rapid development of standards). While viewed positively, the
introduction of the concept of co-chairs and co-hosting of committees between developed and developing
countries would need to be implemented in a way that did not place excessive burdens on resource poor countries
or make it more difficult for them to attend meetings (which could be the case when these were held in developing
countries). Consumers’ International emphasized the importance of consumer participation in Codex.

3

CX/LAC 02/3; CX/LAC 02/3-Add.1; Un-numbered Conference Room Document containing the Executive
Summary of the Report of the Evaluation.
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23. In conclusion, the Committee warmly welcomed the evaluation report, applauding the consultative process
that had been followed and the rigour of the evaluation analysis. It was noted that the proposals in the evaluation
would need to be viewed holistically as they represented a substantial shift in ways of work and could not be
viewed in isolation, through the optic of current practice. The evaluation had come at a critical time in
determining an increasingly pivotal role for Codex and in general the recommendations were very pertinent to
Codex’s future. Following discussion at the Special Session of the Commission in February, early action would
be needed to introduce institutional and procedural changes and incorporate actions and activities in the Codex
Medium-Term Plan.
OTHERS MATTERS OF INTEREST FROM FAO AND WHO (Agenda Item 4)4
24. The Committee noted matters of interest coming from both Organizations. In response to a request for
clarification on the next steps to be undertaken to strengthen scientific advice to Codex and governments, the
Representative of WHO reminded the Committee that the 24th Session of the Codex Alimentarius Commission
had asked FAO and WHO to convene a consultation to review the status and procedures of the expert bodies and
to develop recommendations on additional ways to improve the quality, quantity and timeliness of scientific
advice to the Commission. This consultation had been postponed pending the outcome of the Codex Evaluation.
25. In this regard, the Representative of WHO indicated that, based on the findings of the Evaluation relating to
risk assessment, FAO and WHO would first undertake a consultancy study on expert advice and risk assessment
followed by the expert consultation as requested by the Commission. The consultancy study and the expert
consultation would cover issues like selection of experts, presence of observers in expert meetings, the primary
process of risk assessment as well as specific recommendations from Codex such as the establishment of a
FAO/WHO Scientific Committee and a Joint Coordinator, the establishment of a coherent structure for assessing
risks arising from the presence of chemicals as well as chemical and microbiological contaminants in foods or
related to genetically modified foods. As a result, the status of all the risk assessment bodies was being reviewed.
26. The delegation of Chile commented on the process that should be followed for the formal approval of
JEMRA so that it could have the same status as JMPR.
27. The Representative of FAO informed the Committee that the Organization looked positively at these
developments to establish JEMRA at the same level as JECFA and JMPR.
28. The Committee recalled that at its last session, it agreed that the document prepared by Brazil and INPPAZ
on Guidelines for the Obtaining of Data of Interest for Microbiological Risk Assessment in Foods be presented to
the Codex Committee on Food Hygiene for consideration. In this respect, the delegation of Brazil informed the
Committee that the document was presented at the last Session of the CCFH. This Committee considered that the
paper was relevant for all countries and not only for developing countries and agreed to forward it to FAO and
WHO for consideration in the framework of an expert consultation on exposure assessment to microbiological
hazards in foods. The delegation of Brazil also informed that it had requested that the document be returned for
discussion in the CCFH.
CONSIDERATION OF THE DRAFT MEDIUM-TERM PLAN 2003-2007 (Agenda Item 5)5
29. The Coordinating Committee was informed that the process of developing the Codex Medium-Term Plan
for 2003-2007 had begun shortly after the 23 rd Session of the Codex Alimentarius Commission in 1999, when the
current Medium-Term Plan had been adopted. In the development of the new Medium-Term Plan, the Executive
Committee at its 47th Session had proposed a new, structured approach of a Strategic Vision Statement, a Strategic
Framework and a detailed Medium-Term Plan based on this Framework. The Strategic Vision Statement and the
Strategic Framework were adopted by the 24th Session of the Commission in 2001. Subsequently, a revised
Medium-Term Plan was circulated to Member governments for comment and considered by the Executive
Committee at its 50th Session, June 2002. The Executive Committee then refereed the revised Medium-Term Plan
to all Regional Coordinating Committees for further inputs at the regional level, with a view to submitting a final
Plan for adoption by the Commission in June/July 2003. The delegation of Brazil noted that it had responded to
the Circular Letter of the Executive Committee and had the opportunity to express its views as Regional
Representative for the region of Latin America and the Caribbean at the last session of the CCEXEC. These
views were recorded in the working document under consideration.
4
5

CX/LAC 02/4.
CX/LAC 02/5.
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30. In introducing the document, the Secretariat noted that the FAO/WHO Evaluation of Codex would lead to a
number of further changes to the Medium-Term Plan, in particular to incorporate new activities flowing on from
the Evaluation and the modification of other activities.
31. The Coordinating Committee examined the Medium-Term Plan in detail and made the following
observations:
GENERAL ISSUES
32. The Coordinating Committee stressed the need for strong coherence with the recommendations of the
Codex Evaluation, depending on the Commission’s consideration of these recommendations at its Special Session
in February 2003.
OBJECTIVE 1: PROMOTING SOUND REGULATORY FRAMEWORKS
33. In relation to Activities 4 (Terms of Reference of General Subject Committees) and 18 (Review of Criteria
for the Establishment of Work Priorities), the Coordinating Committee was of the view that it would be extremely
important for these activities to be coherent with the recommendations of the Evaluation.
34. In regard to Activity 22 (Tracing of food products), the Coordinating Committee expressed its concern that
the proposal to establish international principles or guidelines was premature (See also Agenda Item 6) and that
the first step should be to review the need for such work within Codex. Work on the establishment of guidelines
should only be started on the outcome of such a review, and the Coordinating Committee recommended that the
activity and the proposed output should be reworded accordingly. The delegation of Argentina questioned the use
of the expression “at various links in the food chain”, stating that developments in other Codex Committees had
indicated that such a comprehensive approach may not be required. The Coordinating Committee noted that
consideration of this matter had already been initiated in several other Codex Committees, notably the Committee
on General Principles (CCGP) and the Committee on Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification
Systems (CCFICS). The Observer from Consumers International stated that traceability/product tracing should be
studied as a means of ensuring fulfillment of legitimate objectives.
35. The Coordinating Committee expressed its strong concern that the wording of Activity 25 (Foods derived
from biotechnology) was unclear and too wide in its scope. Some Delegations were of the opinion that there was
no sound scientific basis for undertaking such work.
36. On Activity 27 (Guidelines on the judgment of equivalence), the Coordinating Committee questioned the
reference to essential quality requirements, and expressed concern that many of the TBT-related matters in Codex
that fell within the context of the Commission’s mandate to “ensure fair practices in the food trade” were not
sufficiently well defined to begin work in this area.
OBJECTIVE 2: PROMOTING W IDEST
ANALYSIS

AND

CONSISTENT APPLICATION

OF

SCIENTIFIC PRINCIPLES

AND

R ISK

37. In relation to Activity 9 (Codex Action Plan on Risk Analysis), the Observer from Consumers International
stated that the activity should envisage the development of a risk assessment policy.
38. In relation to Activity 6 (Principles and Guidelines for pre-harvest and post-harvest measures), the
Secretariat noted that the Activity was intended to cover systematic texts for good agricultural, manufacturing and
handling practices, to ensure coverage from farm to table. The delegation of Argentina questioned the expression
"safe production and processing technologies" in this Activity.
39. In relation to Activity 11 (MRLs for products of interest to developing countries), it was pointed out that
this Activity was meant to extend the coverage of Codex MRLs to include crop and animal products grown under
tropical conditions and other products of interest to developing countries.
40. The Coordinating Committee was very supportive of Activity 20 (Use of global data for dietary intake) and
stressed that such data should take into account regional dietary patterns and be developed from data generated
through regional or national studies. The Coordinating Committee questioned the use of the phrase “and other
important nutritional parameters”.

6
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41. The Coordinating Committee also supported the use of a regional approach in the development of Activity
33 (Guidelines and recommendations for management of microbiological risks). The delegation of Uruguay
questioned the use of “other available information” in developing such guidelines.
42. The delegations of Costa Rica and Uruguay expressed their strong concern that Activity 1 (Guidelines on
risk communication) would duplicate the work underway in the CCGP on the Draft Working Principles for Risk
Analysis. In relation to the position taken by the region of Latin America and the Caribbean at the last CCEXEC,
the delegation of Argentina requested clarification of the term "other interested parties". The Secretariat pointed
out that the Activity was intended to provide more detailed guidance on how to apply the brief statements of
principle contained in the CCGP text and that "other interested parties" referred to producers, industry, etc.
OBJECTIVE 3: PROMOTING L INKAGES
AND CONVENTIONS

WITH

CODEX AND OTHER MULTILATERAL REGULATORY INSTRUMENTS

43. Some delegations expressed concern at the concept of the development of joint standards with other
standards-setting bodies (Activity 12), and stated that in any case this matter was under active consideration by the
CCGP. The delegation of Chile, referring to the discussions in the Executive Committee, stated that the Activity
would only be retained if the CCGP did not complete its work by next year.
44. The Coordinating Committee was of the opinion that the wording of Activity 12 was too open and that the
development of texts in cooperation with other bodies should be clearly be confined to bodies whose work was
related to the work of Codex. This same consideration was raised under Activities 32 and 8.
45. The delegation of Chile pointed out that there needed to be adequate coordination with other international
standards-setting bodies working in related fields so that there would be synergy and that voids would not occur
that might be filled by other parties. Although Codex should concentrate on food safety related standards, it could
work jointly with other bodies on TBT-related and biosafety issues with appropriate bodies. The delegation of
Uruguay agreed with this approach, but reiterated that such work must be closely related to Codex matters.
46. The Coordinating Committee welcomed Activity 34 (Cooperation with OIE) but was of the opinion that the
wording of the Activity was too broad and could introduce matters not related to Codex work, such as animal
welfare.
OBJECTIVE 4: ENHANCE CAPACITY TO RESPOND EFFECTIVELY AND
AND DEVELOPMENTS IN THE FOOD SECTOR

EXPEDITIOUSLY TO NEW ISSUES , CONCERNS

47. The Coordinating Committee expressed its concern over the time limit implied in Activity 3 (Revision of
the Elaboration Procedures) especially in view of the greater involvement of developing countries in the
elaboration process. It also questioned the specific reference to internet conferencing which would put some
countries at a disadvantage. The Coordinating Committee noted that this Activity should be reformulated to take
into account the recommendations of the Evaluation.
OBJECTIVE 5: PROMOTING MAXIMUM MEMBERSHIP AND PARTICIPATION
48. In relation to Activity 38 (Working groups and drafting groups), the delegation of Uruguay stated that such
groups, although they accelerated the work, were discriminatory against developing countries because of the cost
implications. It was noted that this Activity would also have to be reviewed in light of the Evaluation’s
recommendations.
49. On Activity 14 (Holding meetings in developing countries), the Coordinating Committee was of the opinion
that this created difficulties for countries not of the region in which the meeting was being held and therefore had
the opposite effect of what was intended. The Coordinating Committee recommended that this Activity be
reviewed very carefully in light of the Evaluation.
50. The delegation of Uruguay was of the opinion that Activity 29 (Participation of NGOs) was too ambitious
in terms of the quantifiable outputs and in any case should not refer to participation at the national level, which
was not a Codex matter. The Observer from Consumers International stated that the Activity should be reviewed
in light of the Evaluation and that, in this framework, Codex should consider the possibility of granting special
treatment to consumer organizations in its work considering the insufficiency of their resources.
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OBJECTIVE 6: PROMOTING MAXIMUM APPLICATION OF CODEX STANDARDS
51. The Coordinating Committee was of the opinion that all of the activities under this Objective would need to
be reviewed in light of the Evaluation and brought into line with the Evaluation’s recommendations. In particular,
the Coordinating Committee was concerned that the activities relating to capacity building and information
gathering were not truly Codex activities, but more the responsibility of FAO and WHO. The Coordinating
Committee noted that the Evaluation foresaw a role for the Commission in guiding the work of FAO and WHO in
Capacity Building.
52. The Coordinating Committee noted the opinion of the delegation of Uruguay that Activity 23 (Collection of
consumer information) was too broad and was inconsistent with the decisions and recommendations of the 1999
Melbourne Conference on Food Standards and International Trade beyond 2000.
CONSIDERATION OF “TRACEABILITY/PRODUCT TRACING” (Agenda Item 6)6
53. The Secretariat introduced the working document, noting that the matter had been referred to all
Coordinating Committees for regional input by the 49th (Extraordinary) Session of the Executive Committee. It
had also been agreed that the results of the regional discussions should be taken into account by the Secretariat in
the preparation of the working paper to be submitted to the 18th Session (2003) of the CCGP. The Secretariat
noted that significant progress had been made in this matter, in particular that traceability/product tracing could be
viewed as a means to accomplish food safety measures with the framework of the SPS Agreement, as or as a
means to fulfill a legitimate objective within the framework of the TBT Agreement. The Secretariat pointed out
that it was clear from the Executive Committee’s discussion that traceability/product tracing was not in itself an
objective, but a means (among others) that might achieve an objective.
TERMINOLOGY
54. The Coordinating Committee was of the opinion that the terminology surrounding traceability/product
tracing was unclear and that until an adequate definition could be agreed upon for Codex purposes, there would be
substantial obstacles to achieving consensus on the application of traceability/product tracing. It noted that there
was an ISO definition, but that this needed to be examined carefully to see if it was adequate for Codex purposes.
Moreover, there were substantial problems in understanding the meaning of the term “traceability” in different
languages.
TRACEABILITY/PRODUCT TRACING AS A RISK MANAGEMENT OPTION
55. The Coordinating Committee noted the progress made by the ad hoc Codex Intergovernmental Task Force
on Foods derived from Biotechnology in applying product tracing as a risk management measure for two
specifically defined objectives, namely product recall and post-market monitoring. It generally agreed that
traceability/product tracing could be considered as a risk management option for specific objectives to be
determined on a case-by-case basis, but that in many cases there would be better and more effective means of
managing food safety risks. It was also pointed out that traceability/product tracing was not capable in itself of
ensuring product safety.
56. However, the Coordinating Committee noted the problems for developing countries of applying
traceability/product tracing even for risk management purposes, in particular the complexity and the costs
involved. It was pointed out that these demands could overwhelm the food control systems of small developing
countries.
57. The Observer from Consumers International suggested that cost benefit be analyzed for the application of
traceability.
58. The Coordinating Committee was strongly opposed to the mandatory or regulatory use of
traceability/product tracing for purposes other than food safety risk management to protect consumers’ health.
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TRACEABILITY/PRODUCT TRACING FOR OTHER PURPOSES
59. The Coordinating Committee noted that part of the problem of considering traceability/product tracing for
“ensuring fair practices in the food trade”, was that there was considerable lack of clarity on what this expression
entailed beyond the prevention of fraudulent practices or preventing deception of the consumer.
60. The delegation of Chile indicated that although it agreed that traceability was an alternative tool for food
safety risk management, it should not be left aside those aspects of traceability falling within the Agreement on
Technical Barriers to Trade. The Delegation felt that it was preferable to get involve in the normative work
instead of accepting unilateral dispositions that could damage to a great extend the trade of countries in the region
with other markets.
61. The delegation of Uruguay noted that traceability/product tracing was used as a voluntary measure to
provide added value and premium prices in situations where particular claims were being made as to the nature of
the food, such as “organic” foods. The Delegation was of the opinion that to make such tracing systems
mandatory would eliminate the comparative advantage enjoyed by the producers of such foods and that they
would be unable to recoup the additional costs involved in the maintenance of a product tracing system. The
Delegation stated that if Codex were to consider work in this area, it should be exclusively for application on a
voluntary basis and not subject to government regulation. Several Delegations supported these views.
62. The Observer from Consumers International expressed the view that traceability/product tracing had a
social and environmental dimension that could not be overlooked and that it could also lead to informed decisionmaking by consumers and greater transparency.
CONCLUSION
63. The Coordinating Committee was of the opinion that it would be premature to consider the development of
general guidelines or other texts for the application of traceability/product tracing even for food safety risk
management until there was a better understanding of the issues involved, especially terminology. The
development of specific recommendations for risk management purposes, in the appropriate Codex Committees,
should continue on a case-by-case basis as this would lead to a better understanding of the situation.
CAPACITY BUILDING FOR FOOD STANDARDS AND REGULATIONS (Agenda Item 7)7
64. The representative from FAO Headquarters presented a summary of the activities in capacity building for
food standards and regulation carried out by FAO and jointly by FAO and WHO at global level since the last
CCLAC Session. The representative of FAO Regional Office for Latin America and the Caribbean presented the
report of the regional activities.
65. The delegation of Uruguay congratulated and thanked FAO for the cooperation received, which has been
significatively increased, highlighting the technical cooperation projects on strengthening Codex and Fusarium
control, And in order to implement further this cooperation, requested FAO’s assistance in strengthening
institutional capacity, in particular regulatory framework, risk assessment-management and communication
interphases, awareness at the political level and infrastructure support.
66. The FAO representative pointed out that the revision of the FAO/WHO Guidelines for Food Safety Systems
has been finalized and several regional workshops have been planned for its application.
67. The delegation of Dominican Republic congratulated FAO and PAHO for the work in the region, in
particular the FAO regional project on strengthening Codex which has allowed training of 150 national
professionals, develop the website for National Codex Committee, initiate an harmonization process of national
standards with Codex, provision of equipment and stimulate political interest of the different sectors involved in
these issues.
68. The delegation of Ecuador requested ongoing technical cooperation to strengthen the Codex Contact Point
from among the members of CCLAC. The representative of FAO informed that this type of assistance is routinely
used in the regional activities through the FAO agreement on Technical Cooperation among Developing Countries
(TCDC).
7
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69. The Observer from Consumer International thanked the FAO Regional Office for promoting consumer
participation, and added that it is not only necessary to invite consumer organizations but finance their
participation, as was done by Brazil.
70. The delegation of Paraguay thanked FAO for the prolific activities carried out, in particular for the technical
cooperation project for strengthening Codex in the country and exhorted FAO to continue capacity building for
food standards and regulations.
71. The delegation of Brazil thanked FAO and PAHO for the technical cooperation received and highlighted
the FAO project on strengthening Codex. This project had a positive result as for the setting up of a specific
legislation by the Ministry of Agriculture and the establishment of a national training programme on the Hazard
Analysis and Critical Control Point System (HACCP).
72. The delegation of Chile thanked the cooperation received and stressed the need to improve internal
coordination within countries and to implement distance learning in the region. In light of the Codex normative
process within the risk analysis framework, it suggested training in risk management for those that in future would
be participating in Codex committee meetings as risk managers.
73. The representative of INPPAZ/PAHO informed that a Masters program on management of food safety will
commence on 2003, jointly with the Universities of São Paulo and Costa Rica.
74. The President of CCLAC requested information on FAO’s activities in the English-speaking Caribbean
countries. The FAO representative informed of the technical cooperation projects on food safety for Antigua,
Barbados, Guyana and Surinam, as well as the initiative to create a single food control agency for Jamaica. Three
sub regional workshops have recently been held on HACCP, street foods and risk analysis.
75. In addition, the representative of INPPAZ/PAHO provided information, not contained in document
CX/LAC 02/7, related to the project on institutional updating of food safety systems. Within this framework,
several workshops were held on implementation of local systems for surveillance of food borne diseases, total diet
studies and the application of HACCP. He also reported on the consolidation of the Regional System for
Epidemiological Surveillance of Food borne Diseases SIRVETA, and on the establishment of data systems for
updating food standards. Information was provided on the project for education and social communication, which
includes the INFOPANALIMENTOS newsletter, with 1200 users on its weekly distribution list, and on the
development of guidelines for programs on social communication on food safety. The Second Session of the
Interamerican Commission on Food Safety (COPAIA), held on February 2002, was also highlighted.
FOOD SAFETY IN TOURIST ZONES (Agenda Item 8)8
76. The working document was presented by the delegation of Costa Rica on the basis of discussions that took
place at the 12th Session of the Coordinating Committee. The Delegation referred to the importance of tourism
for the Region, especially for the smaller countries. It noted that Codex had sufficient guidelines covering most of
the issues that needed to be addressed, and that therefore the proposed Guidelines was mainly a compilation of
existing texts that were of particular significance to the sector. It was noted, however, that there remained
problems with the definition of the expression “tourist zone”.
77. The delegation of Brazil indicated that it considered important that the guidelines contained the following:
importance of diagnosis of the epidemiological situation in tourist zones concerning diseases affecting travellers
to elaborate risk profiles; the need to develop risk analysis of food agents and vehicles responsible for such
diseases; the establishment of hazard control strategies along the production chain to indicate, where appropriate,
the application of hygiene practice or the HACCP system and training of food handlers (final preparation) with an
indication of the content of the training programme. The Delegation considered that the guidelines should
referred to the existing relevant Codex documents.
78. The Delegations of Barbados and Dominica stated that the concept of “tourist zone” was a difficult one for
small island countries, where the entire territory was a tourist zone.
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79. Several delegations raised the basic question of why special consideration should given to tourist zones, as
access to safe food was a right for all persons and not only for tourists and stated that national food safety
measures should not distinguish between the two. The delegation of Chile, supported by ALA, indicated that it
did not support the initiative of developing food safety standards for tourist zones. The Delegation stated that
food safety should be assured to all people regardless of whether they were nationals or foreigners. In order to
inform or disregard food product characteristics, it was suggested to develop a framework for the utilization of
quality stamps. The delegation of Brazil stated that immunity and resistance of tourists was not the same as
people that live in the country.
80. It was pointed out that the issue at hand was the concentration of tourists in specific sites and that this
created a special burden on the food control systems in ensuring the application of good hygienic practices by
street food vendors, local restaurants, etc. In general, the commercial hotel chains had their own codes of practice
and preventative measures.
81. Questions were raised about the status of similar work being undertaken by the World Tourism
Organization, and the Coordinating Committee was informed that a meeting of the issue had been held in Madrid
in December 2001 and attended by the Codex Secretariat and by WHO. At this meeting, the development of
guidelines under that organization were considered, but abandoned, due to the availability of sufficient Codex
texts that could be used by the tourist sector to improve food safety.
82. The Coordinating Committee noted the request by the Regional Interministerial Summit for Health and
Agriculture (RIMSA) to make progress on this matter, and requested the Delegations of Barbados, Brazil, Cuba,
Costa Rica and Dominican Republic, with the assistance of INPPAZ, to prepare a new proposal for consideration
at the Coordinating Committee’s next session.
INFORMATION AND REPORTS ON FOOD CONTROL AND FOOD SAFETY ISSUES INCLUDING
CODEX STANDARDS (Agenda Item 9)9
83. The Committee noted that this was a standing item on the Agenda of regional coordinating committees in
which countries of the Region were invited to provide the Committee with new or additional information on their
national food control systems, food legislation and cooperation activities. The following countries gave an oral
account to the Committee in this regard:
ARGENTINA
84. There is a new juridical framework for the National Food Control System based on Decree No 815/99. The
current frame governs the food export/import control harmonizing the responsibilities of the concerned organisms
namely the National Service for Safety and Quality of Food and Agriculture (SENASA) and the National Food
Institute (INAL). The first belongs to the Ministry of Agriculture and the second to the Ministry of Health. Both
areas rule the approval of standards and the updating of the Argentinean Food Code in the framework of a
National Food Commission (CONAL). Consumers have two permanent seats in the Advisory Council of the
Commission.
BOLIVIA
85. The Food Control System has been restructured based on the FAO Project for the Andean countries on
Harmonization of the Animal and Plant Health and Food Safety. As a result, the Service on Animal and Plant
Health and Food Safety has been created. This Service carries out the control from the primary production until
the industry and food export/import control. The Ministry of Health is responsible for the surveillance and the
municipal authorities for the control of the commercialization and selling of foods. A laboratory network has
been set up which works with the control authorities.
BRAZIL
86. The delegation of Brazil gave a brief summary of its activities in this area and referred the Committee to
document CX/LAC 02/9 for further information.
9
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CHILE
87. The National Codex Committee and its 14 technical committees, have recently gone under an external
evaluation carried out by the University of Chile to look for ways of improving the functioning of the National
Committee especially as regards improvement of image and communication of the work of the National
Committee, improvement of participation at national and international level, development of a strategic plan and
the establishment of a permanent supporting group of national expert on Codex matters.
88. The delegation of Chile brought the attention of the Committee to the need to coordinate closely with the
institutions involved in standardization activities at national level and with the representative offices (i.e.
embassies, consulates, etc.) in those countries hosting international meetings/organizations in the field of
standardization.
COSTA RICA
89. The country has a Codex Contact Point located in the Ministry of Economy and its functions are in
accordance with the core functions of the Codex Contact Points set up in the Procedural Manual of the Codex
Alimentarius Commission. Costa Rica also has a National Codex Committee created by Law No 8279 and a
Technical Secretary attached to the Ministry of Economy. The structure of the National Committee and the
functions of the Secretary have been established through a Decree. Costa Rica prepares its national positions to
participate in/or send to Codex committee meetings through consultations with the public and private sector,
academia and consumers, the latter being a member of the National Codex Committee.
CUBA
90. The official bodies in charge of food quality and safety are the Ministry of Public Health, Ministry of
Agriculture, Ministry of Fishery Industry, Ministry of Food Industry, Ministry of Foreign Trade and Ministry of
Sugar. The National Codex Committee has been restructured recently and it is the national organism responsible
for completing the work of the Codex Contact Point. The principal function of the National Committee is giving
advice to the Government on matters related to food standards or resulting from the work of the Commission. The
National Committee has been created by resolution of the National Standardization Office and it works according
to its own regulation. The members of the National Committee are the food industry, consumers, traders and all
interested organizations as well as the relevant ministries and the chairpersons of the technical standardization
committees as well as those of the Codex subcommittees belonging to the National Codex Committee.
GUATEMALA
91. As of 1997 the Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock and Foods and the Ministry of Health have shared the
responsibility for food safety of non-processed foods (raw materials) and processed foods respectively. Within
the Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock and Foods the responsibility for food safety falls under the Area of Food
Safety which is also the Codex Contact Point Similarly, the Department of Food Control and Registry is
responsible for food safety within the Ministry of Health. A restructuring of the Ministry of Agriculture,
Livestock and Foods will be carried out next year by which two areas related to food safety is being contemplated:
one exclusively advocated to non-processed foods of animal origin and another one for non-processed foods of
plant origin.
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
92. The National Codex Committee is made up of governmental and private institutions, consumer associations
with official recognition, academia, etc. There are currently 22 technical subcommittees hosted by different
institutions and coordinated by the General Direction of Standards and Quality Systems. Activities related to
international trade is carried out jointly by the Dominican Center of Export Promotion, Department of Plant
Health, Agriculture Secretary of State through the Food Control Department, Public Health and Social Welfare
Secretary of State. The National Contact Point is the Public Health and Social Welfare Secretary of State. The
National Committee has a website at www.salupublica.gov.com.do where more detailed on its activities can be
obtained. The country has Dominican Standards for food products which have been harmonized with Codex
standards and related texts. There is work being carried out on a voluntary basis for the application of the
HACCP System in small and medium business. There have been also contacts with other countries on food
legislation and food control (at bilateral, sub regional or regional level) including training of personnel in
laboratory inspection. In this regard, the country is being participating in the FAO/TCP/RLA/0065 on
Strengthening of the National Codex Committees and Application of Codex Standards.
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MEXICO
93. The official organisms responsible for food legislation and food control are the Secretary of Health through
the Federal Commission for the Sanitary Protection of Sanitary Risks and the Secretary of Agriculture, Natural
Resources, Fishing and Food through the National Service of Health, Safety and Quality of Food. These
institutions are currently being restructured. A report on the results of the restructuring will be given in the future.
PANAMA
94. The country has established a Codex Contact Point under the General Direction of Standards and Industrial
Technology of the Ministry of Commerce and Industry. The National Codex Committee was created by Decree
No 4 of 20 November 2001. The national subcommittees are made up of delegates from the public and private
sector, universities and consumers. All the organizations concerned have participated of the training activities
carried out within the FAO/TCP/RLA/0065 on Strengthening of the National Codex Committees and Application
of Codex Standards.
PARAGUAY
95. Besides of controls carried out normally by the ministries concerned, the Ministry of Agriculture and
Livestock carries out the inspection and verification of good manufacturing practices (GMP) in refrigeration
plants. There is a national plan for the reduction of pathogens such as E. coli 0157 H7 and Salmonella spp. in
these plants coordinated by the Vice-Ministry of Livestock jointly with other institutions.
96. With regard to technical cooperation activities, the FAO/TCP/PAR/2801 Project on Strengthening of the
Codex Contact Point and National Codex Committee is in progress.
CONSUMER PARTICIPATION IN FOOD STANDARDS SETTING AT THE CODEX AND NATIONAL
LEVEL (Agenda Item 10)10
97. The Committee noted that this was a standing item on the Agenda of Regional Coordinating Committees in
which countries of the Region were invited to provide the Committee with new or additional information on
consumer participation in Codex work at national and international level. The following countries gave an oral
account to the Committee in this regard:
98. The delegation of Argentina stated that this country has clearly established the participation of consumers in
its official policy through an office created within the Secretary of Commerce (Direction of Consumer Defense).
As it was presented under Agenda Item 9, consumers have two permanent seats in the Advisory Council of the
National Food Commission as well as a seat in the Administrative Council of the National Service for Safety and
Quality of Food and Agriculture (SENASA) which are currently filled. Despite of the information provided in
CRD 1 of Consumers International (page 18 of the Spanish version), the Delegation informed that its country has
invited consumers representatives to participate in Codex meetings as well as in the Codex Evaluation. The
delegation of Argentina considered that consumers organizations should participate and collaborate at national
level within the national structures on a permanent basis. However, the Delegation stated that the Government
should be not responsible for funding consumers participation in international fora.
99. With regard to what was expressed by the Argentinean delegation concerning the report presented by
Consumers International in relation to consumers participation in its country (see paragraph above), the
Delegation recalled that Consumers International had compromised itself to respond to this request in writing.
BOLIVIA
100. Consumer defense organizations are part of the National Codex Committee with voice and vote. The
Organization of Defense of Consumers is currently part of the Executive Committee of the National Codex
Committee. They participate in international Codex meetings on behalf of the National Codex Committee of
Bolivia.
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CHILE
101. Consumer organizations have voice and vote in the National Codex Committee. The delegation of Chile
referred to the difficulties in having an effective participation of consumer organizations in the work of the
different national Codex subcommittees due to availability of financial and human resources. He highlighted the
importance of consumer participation in the development of standards and national positions and that joint efforts
should be made to increase consumer participation in this respect. He indicated his concern on the degree of
representation because they could not attend every subcommittee session although they did in the National
Committee.
COSTA RICA
102. The country has a Federation of Consumers which groups 40 associations of consumers. A representative
of the Federation is part of the National Codex Committee. In addition, the Federation has delegates participating
in some Codex national subcommittees. The Federation has also participated in training workshops on Codex and
application of standards. Up to date, no non-governmental organization of consumers (NGO) has participated in
the elaboration of national positions for Codex meetings.
CUBA
103. There are two organizations of consumers, one of governmental nature which is the responsible for working
on the policies and standards to protect consumers and a non-governmental recognized organization which is
member of Consumers International. Both institutions are members of the National Codex Committee and
participate in all the activities and decisions of the National Committee.
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
104. Different consumer associations with official recognition participate in the work of the National Codex
Committee as well as in the technical subcommittees with voice and vote and their participation is required for
approved proposed draft standards to have official validity. The National Committee has supported the
organization of meetings with consumer organizations to explain them about the mechanisms and procedures
established by the Codex Alimentarius Commission in its Procedural Manual for elaboration of standards and
consumer participation among others.
ECUADOR
105. The Constitution and laws in force in the country provide for consumers participation. They participate
actively in meetings of the National Codex Committee.
GUATEMALA
106. Consumer organizations are included in the National Codex Committee (Article 214-2002). They are
represented by a League of Consumers.
MEXICO
107. The need for consumer participation and protection is guaranteed by Law. There is a governmental body
the Federal Office of Consumer Defense which coordinates one of the national Codex subcommittees, among
other many activities. In parallel, there is the Mexican Association for the Defense of Consumer, a nongovernmental body; but this body has difficulty in coping with all its commitments.
NICARAGUA
108. There is an Organization of Consumers Defense known as League of Consumers Defense which is part of
the National Codex Committee. The League also participates in the work of the standardization committees.
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PANAMA
109. Two organizations participle in the work of the National Codex Committee: the National Association of
Consumers and Users of the Republic and the Commission of Free Competition and Consumer Affairs.
Consumers participate in the establishment of food standards at national level with voice and vote.
PARAGUAY
110. The strengthening of consumers participation in the work of the national technical Codex subcommittees is
an important topic within the Plan of Action of the Codex Committee of Paraguay for the year 2003-2004. In this
regard, a representative from a non-governmental organization of consumers gave a presentation on the
participation and vision of consumers associations in Codex in a workshop on Codex Management organized in
the framework of the FAO/TCP/PAR/2801.
CONSUMERS INTERNATIONAL
111. The Observer from Consumers International gave an oral account on the contents of document CRD 1 as
regards this item. He expressed concern that if no actions were taken to facilitate consumers participation,
consumers trust in the legitimacy of Codex would be affected. He stressed the need to increase consumer
participation in Codex at both national and international level especially from those organizations in developing
countries. He also stressed the need to always have a representative from consumer organization in the structures
of the National Codex Committees. In addition, he said that Consumers International would respond to Argentina
as regards its request for clarification concerning the information provided in CRD 1 (see paras. 98-99).
STRATEGIC PLAN FOR THE CCLAC (Agenda Item 11)11
112. Ms. Rosa Céspedes, Assistant to the Coordinator, introduced the revised Strategic Plan prepared at a
meeting of Codex Contact Points for the Region in San José, Costa Rica, 4-5 November 2002. She noted that the
development of the Strategic Plan had been the main initiative of the Coordinator, Dr Joaquín Rodriguez, and had
been accomplished in consultation with all countries of the Region and at meetings in Washington, DC in
February 2002 and in San José.
113. The Coordinating Committee expressed it high appreciation for the work of Dr Rodriguez in developing the
Strategic Plan for the CCLAC.
114. At the proposal of the delegation of Uruguay, the Coordinating Committee modified Action 1 of Objective
3 to indicate that CCLAC should identify needs for capacity building, rather than concentrate on training
programmes. Under Action 2 of the same Objective it agreed to a proposal of the delegation of Cuba to include
reference to information exchange and modified Action 3 to be consistent with this.
115. The Coordinating Committee also added a new Action (Action 4) under Objective 7 to encourage linkages
with other interested parties appropriately represented in the CCLAC. The Observer from Consumers
International stated that consideration should be given to preparation of guidelines explaining the role of
interested parties.
116. The Coordinating Committee did not consider necessary a proposal to include under Objective 1 the
effective coordination between the Regional Coordinator and the Member from the Region elected to the
Executive Committee (“Regional Representative”) because it recognized that such coordination should be
automatic. The CCLAC underscored the fact that, for the Strategic Plan to work well, it was of great importance
the coordination between the Regional Coordinator and the Regional Representative who was a member of the
CCEXEC.
STATUS OF THE STRATEGIC PLAN
117. The Coordinating Committee unanimously adopted the Strategic Plan as modified. The Plan is attached to
this report as Appendix II.
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NOMINATION OF COORDINATOR (Agenda Item 12)12
118. The delegation of Dominican Republic proposed the nomination of Argentine as the Coordinator for Latin
America and the Caribbean by the 26 th Session of the Commission. This proposal was unanimously endorsed by
the Coordinating Committee.
OTHER BUSINESS AND FUTURE WORK (Agenda Item 13)
119. The delegation of Bolivia indicated the need for "Brazil nut" producing countries in the region (mainly
Bolivia, Brazil and Peru) to prepare a document that could become a draft standard or code addressing, in
particular, levels and means of preventing the production of aflatoxins. The delegation of Brazil expressed that it
was important to know the behauvior of the fungus producing the aflatoxin in Brazil nuts. In this regard, it
informed the Committee that a Code of Practice was being developed in its country for the primary production of
this product and that the discussion held at this meeting would be forwarded to the Brazilian experts. On
suggestion of the chairperson, it was agreed that account should be taken of the various common names of the
product ("Brazilian nut", "Amazon nut") and that the scientific name (Bertholletia excelsa Humb. et Bonpl.)
should be specified to avoid confusion. The Coordinating Committee agreed that the three countries should
prepare a background document in order to pave the ground for an in-depth discussion at the relevant Codex
Committees as soon as possible and report to next Session of the Coordinating Committee on the outcome.
120. The delegation of Venezuela made a proposals to work on risk assessment of products in contact with food,
and suggested to include this subject in future work. In this regard, reference was made to a draft technical
standard developed by Venezuela to identify these products in contact with food, and the need to come up with
standards on authorized materials was indicated. The Codex Secretariat indicated that this issue was identified as
a priority by the Evaluation of Codex.
121. The Observer from Consumers International recalled its written request13 to CCLAC on the need to prepare
guidelines on improving consumer participation to Codex Committees and offered to collaborate in this respect.
He also called for FAO and WHO/PAHO to participate in such work.
122. The delegation of Paraguay expressed its interest in continuing the assessment of the stevioside and
mentioned that this country had already raised their concern on this additive to JECFA. Similarly, the Delegation
expressed its wish that, through CCLAC, the conclusion of the scientific assessment of this additive be requested
to the relevant bodies in order to have an Acceptable Daily Intake (ADI) for the consumer.
DATE AND PLACE OF THE NEXT SESSION (Agenda Item 14)
123. The Committee was informed that the next session would be held in the Argentina in approximately two
years. The exact date and venue would be decided by the Secretariats of Argentina and Codex subject to the
approval of the Commission.

12
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LIST OF PARTICIPANTS/LISTE DES PARTICIPANTS/LISTA DE PARTICIPANTES
Chairperson/Président/Presidente:
Dr. Joaquín Rodríguez
Presidente del Comité Coordinador del Codex Alimentarius
para América Latina y el Caribe, CCLAC
Av. Tiradentes, Esq. San Cristóbal
Tel.: 541-3121 Ext. 2382 a 2385
Fax: 541-0382
Email: rodriguezcodex@hotmail.com
ARGENTINA/ARGENTINE

BRAZIL/BRÉSIL/BRASIL

Sr. Osvaldo Jorge Degdeg
Encargado de Negocios
Embajada de la República Argentina
Av. Máximo Gómez No. 10, Gazcue
Santo Domingo, República Dominicana
Tel:682-0976
Fax: 221-2206
Email: embarg@codetel.net.do

María Aparecida Martinelli
Coordinadora
Comité Codex Alimentarius de Brasil
INMETRO
Sepn 511 Bl. B 4º ANDAR
Tel: 61 – 3402211
Fax: 61-3473284
Email: codexbrasil@persocom.com.br

Dr. Alfredo Jorge Nader
Coordinador Nacional del Codex
Subsecretaría de Política Agropecuaria
Secretaría de Agricultura, Ganadería, Pesca y
Alimentación
Paseo Colón 982 1er. Piso, Oficina 130
Argentina
Tel: (54) 4349-2549
Fax: (54) 4349-2061
Email: anader@sagyp.minproduccion.gov.ar
Web Site: www.mecin.gob.ar

Dilma Scala Gelli
Microbióloga
Comité Codex de Brasil
R. Atilio Piffer 455 – C Verde – S.P. S.P. Br.
Tel: 55-11 38580041
Email: dilmasgelli@hotmail.com

BARBADOS
Kenneth Mullin
Chief Technical Officer
Barbados National Standards Institution
Culloden Road, St. Michael
Barbados
Tel: 246-426-3870
Fax: 246-436-1495
Email: kmullin@caribsurf.com
BOLIVIA/BOLIVIE
Celso Alberto Rodríguez García
Profesional Nacional Salud Pública -Veterinaria
Comité Nacional Codex Alimentarius
Calle Michell, No. 7620 B. Sequencoma La Paz
Tel: 2783905
Cel: 71906361
Email: crodriguez@bol.ops-oms.org

CHILE/CHILI
Sr. Gonzalo Ríos K.
Encargado de Negociaciones Internacionales MSF y
Codex Alimentarius
Servicio Agrícola y Ganadero, Ministerio de
Agricultura
Avenida Bulnes 140 – Santiago de Chile
Tel: 56-2-6883811
Cel: 09 – 4196050
Fax: 56-2 6717419
Email: gonzalo.rios@sag.gob.cl
Luisa Kipreos
Programa de Control e Higiene de Alimentos
Ministerio de Salud
Mac-Iver 541 Stgo
Tel.: 56-2-6641244
Cel: 9-8636252
Fax: 56-2-6397110
Email: kipreosl@netline.cl
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COSTA RICA
Leonardo Campos Castillo
Economista Consultor
Ministerio de Economía, Industria y Comercio,
Secretaría Técnica del Codex
Dirección: Moravia, San José, C. R.
Tel. (506) 297-1439
Fax: (506) 297-1439
Email: lcampos@meic.go.cr
Web site www.meic.go.cr.
CUBA
Gisela Emilia Peña Montero
Especialista Normalización
Dirección Relaciones Internacionales
Oficina Nacional de Normalización
Calle E No. 261 esqa 13 – Vedado, La Habana 10400
Tel: 8300022
Fax: 338048
Email: nc@ncnorma.cu
Selma Muñiz Pérez
Especialista en Normalización y Calidad
Oficina Nacional de Normalización – Dirección de
Normalización
Calle E No. 261 esqa 13 Vedado, La Habana 10400
Tel: 8300732
Fax: 338048
Email: nc@ncnorma.cu
DOMINICA/DOMINIQUE
Martin Scotland
Senior Envirnmenta Health Officer
Environmental Health / Ministry of Health
Govit Head , Roseau, Dominica
Tel: 1767-4482401 e
xt. 3466-8
Fax: 1767448086
Email: environhealt@cw.dom.dm
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
RÉPUBLIQUE DOMINICAINE
REPÚBLICA DOMINICANA
Bruno Cedeño
Director
Dirección General de Saneamiento Ambiental
SESPAS
Av. Tiradentes, Esq. San Cristóbal
Tel: 541-3121 Ext. 2006

Sixto Bisonó
Director
Director General de Normas
DIGENOR
Av. México - Edificio JP Duarte
Tel: 688-2205
Fax: 689-3841
Email: digenor@codetel.net.do
Rosa Céspedes
Coordinadora de Programas Internacionales
Secretaria de Estado de Salud Publica y Asistencia
Social, SESPAS
Av. Tiradentes, Esq. San Cristóbal
Tel: 541-3121 Ext. 2382 a 2385
Cel: 299-3646
Fax: 541-0382
Email: rosaacespedes@hotmail.com
Ramón Ozoria
Profesor
Universidad Autónoma de Santo Domingo
Ciudad Universitaria, Santo Domingo
Tel: 687-2564
Cel: 763-3851
Fax: 535-5221
Email: ozoria2000@hotmail.com
Hipólito Bazil
Director Departamento de Planificación
Secretaría de Estado de Agricultura
Jardines del Norte, Km. 61/2
Tel: 547-3888 Ext. 2377
Fax: 547-2090
Email: hipolitobazil@hotmail.com
Margarita Suero
Sub-Directora del Departamento de Planificación
Secretaría de Estado de Agricultura
Jhon F. Kennedy, Carretera Duarte Km. 61/2
Tel: 547-3888 Ext. 2377 y 2378
Fax: 227-6939 y 547-1692
Email: sueromar@hotmail.com
Mayra Bautista
Asesora Técnica
Instituto Dominicano de Tecnología Industrial
INDOTEC
Av. Núñez Cáceres, Esq. Oloff Palmer, Sto. Dgo.
Tel: 566-8121
Fax: 227-8809
Email: indotec@codetel.net.do
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Henry German Vargas
Encargado Sección Hoteles y Restaurantes
Secretaría de Estado de Turismo (SECTUR)
Av. México, Esq. 30 de Marzo, Bloque D
Tel: 221-4660 Ext. 2269 y 3269
Fax: 686-2458
Web Site: www.dominicana.com.do
ECUADOR/ÉQUATEUR
Hernán Vinelli M.
Coordinador Nacional
Ministerio Salud PANN 2000
Lizardo García 512, Ecuador
Tel: 593 22545152
Cel: 59399905946
Fax: 593 22560514
Email: hernanvinelli@yahoo.com
GUATEMALA
Carlos Roel Marroquín Aldana
Punto Focal
Ministerio de Agricultura
7 Ave. 12 – 90 zona 3
Tel: 475 – 30 58
Cel: 201-4975
Fax: 475-3068
Email: cmarroquin@unr.gob.gt
José Félix Mendizabal Pinto
Secretario
Industria GREFAL
Ciudad de Guatemala, Zona 4
Cel: 4063605
Email: jfelix@intelnet.net.gt
JAMAICA/JAMAÏQUE
Cedric Lazarus
Senior Veterinary Officer
Ministry of Agriculture
93 Old Hoja rd, Kingston
Tel: 9770885
Fax: 97770885
Email: cedruclazaru@yahoo.com
MEXICO/MEXIQUE
Quim. Carolina Jaramillo Flores
Sub-Directora de Normalización
Dirección General de Control Sanitario de Productos y
Servicios
Secretaría de Salud
Dánceles No. 39 1er. Piso
México, D.F.
Tel: 58183696
Fax: 55129628
Email: cjaramillo@mail.ssa.gob

Sofía Heredia Cuevas
Jefe de Departamento de Inocuidad Agrícola
Secretaría de Agricultura
SAGARPA – SENASICA
Guillermo Pérez Valenzuela No. 127
Col. El Carmen Coyocan
Tel: 55540341 Ext. 267
Cel: 0445525274067
Fax: 56582828
Email: bpa@senasica.sagarpa.gob.mx
Ing. Eduardo Cervantes Cuevas
Asesor
Consultor de la Cámara Nacional de la Industria y la
Transformación (CANACINTRA)
Ruben Dario, No. 115
México, D.F.
Tel: 5262-2124
Fax: 5262 – 2005
Email: jcervantes@la.ko.com
Ing. Filiberto Beltrán Velazquez
Asesor Industrial
Gerente de Asuntos Regulatorios para América Latina
Kellog’s de México
Km. 1, Carretera Campo Militar
Queretaro, México
Tel: (52) (442) 2 381254
Email: filiberto.beltran@kellog.com
Lic. José Luis Villicaña Vazquez
Secretario General
Consejo Agroempresarial de Mesoamérica y el Caribe
Pedro Santísima 260 - México D.F. CPO3520
Tel: 52 – 5555793142
Cel: 52-5554006258
Fax: 52 – 5556961835
Email: villi@vata.net.mx
Ing. Alonso Moncada Jiménez
Gerente de Producto
Yakult, S.A. de C.V.
Av. Div. del Norte 1419
Sta. Cruz Atota CP 03310, México
Tel: 54221450
Cel: 04455
Fax: 5601 0903
Email: amoji@starmedia.com
NICARAGUA
Edgardo Pérez
Director de Control de Alimentos
Ministerio de Salud
Contigua Colonia 1ero. de Mayo, Managua
Tel / Fax: 289 – 4839
Email: perezedg@yahoo.com
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PANAMA
Mayela Maria Ortega Pinzón
Ingeniera, Dirección General de Normas y Tecnología
Industrial
Ministerio de Comercio e Industrias
Plaza Edison 3er. DGNTI
Tel: 360 – 0716
Cel: 624 – 2169
Fax: 360 – 0721
Email: dgnti@mici.gob.pa
Lic. Carlos Guillermo González Henríquez
Jefe de la Sección de Registro Sanitario
Departamento de Protección de Alimentos, Ministerio
de Salud
Ancon Complejo H. Gorgas Edif 253
Tel: 212- 9180
Fax: 212 – 9114
Email: regiol@sinto.net / regsec01@hotmail.com
Carlosgh31@hotmai.com
PARAGUAY
Qca. Dora Estela Rivelli Britez
Jefe Departamento de Microbiología y
Representante alterna del Ministerio de Industria y
Comercio ante el Comité Nacional del Codex Paraguay
Avda. Gral. Artigas y General Roa
Asunción, Paraguay
Tel: 290160
Cel: 0981-504032
Fax: 290873
Email:codex@intn.gov.py
Abog. María Rocio Abed Oviedo
Secretaría Ejecutiva del Comité Nacional del Codex Paraguay
Representante del Punto de Contacto del Codex,
Instituto Nacional de Tecnología y Normalización
(INTN)
Avda. General Artigas y General Roa
Asunción, Paraguay
Tel: (59521) 290160
Cel: (595 – 971 – 237826)
Fax: (59521) 293973
Email: codex@intn.gov.py

Lic. Zuny Mabel Zarza de Riquelme
Coordinadora de Sub-Comités Técnicos del Codex
Instituto Nacional de Alimentación y Nutrición
(INAN) – Ministerio de Salud Pública y Bienestar
Social (integrante del Comité Nacional del Codex)
Santísima Trinidad el Itapiu,
Asunción, Paraguay
Tel: 206874
Cel: 0981856902
Fax: 206874
Email: zmzarza@hotmail.com
PERU/PEROU
Rafael Guillén Turpo
Jefe de División Normas y Codex
Dirección General de Salud Ambiental, DIGESA
Las Amapolas 350
Tel: 5114406871
Fax: 5114406797
Email: froman@digesa.sld.pe
URUGUAY
Cristina Vaz
Asesor
Ministerio de Agricultura
Constituyente 1476 – Piso 3
Tel: 59824126365
Fax: 5924126331
Email: cvaz@mgap.gub.uy
Ana María Berti
Director
Ministerio Ganadería, Agricultura y Pesca
Millan 4703 – Montevideo, Uruguay
Tel: 59823093069
Fax: 59823092219
Email: aberti@ungap.gub.uy
VENEZUELA
Carmen Vergara
Coordinadora de Departamento
Ministerio de Salud
Dirección: Sur. Centro Simón Bolívar, piso 3, of. 313
Tel: 4843066, Fax: 484-3066
Cel. 0414-241-1997
Email. Equialimentos@msds.gov.ve
Web site www.mwds.gov.ve
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OBSERVER COUNTRIES
PAYS OBSERVATEURS
PAÍSES OBSERVADORES

OBSERVERS
OBSERVATEURS
OBSERVADORES

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ÉTATS UNIS D'AMÉRIQUE
ESTADOS UNIDOS DE AMÉRICA

Dominican Republic

Stephen Hawkins
Staff Officer, International Policy Advisor, USDA
US Codex Office, Food Safety & Inspection Service,
USDA,
1400 Independence Ave., S.W., Room 4861 – South
Building
Washington D.C. 20250-3700
Tel: 202-690-1022
Fax: 202-720-3157
Email: Stephen.Hawkins@fsis.usda.gov
Maritza Colón Pullano
Senior Advisor for International Food Safety
Food Safety & Inspection Service, USDA,
1400 Independence Ave., S.W., Room 3843 – South
Building
Washington D.C. 20250-3700
Tel: 202 – 720 – 6288
Fax: 202- 720-6050
Email: maritza.colon-pullano@fsis.usda.gov
Carlos Suarez
Agricultural Specialist
USDA / FAS, USA
Pedro Henríquez Ureña No. 133. 4to. Piso
Santo Domingo
Tel: 227-0112 Ext. 277
Cel: 430-3284
Fax: 732-9456
Email: carlos.suarez@usda.gov
Thomas J. Billy
Special Assistant to the Secretary, Chairperson to the
Codex Alimentarius Commission
US Department of Agriculture
1400 Independence Ave., S.W., Room 544A – JLW
Building
Washington D.C. 20250-3700
Tel: 202- 690 –1578
Fax: 202- 690-2119
Email: Thomas.Billy@usda.gov

Radhames García López
Sub-Director
Dirección General de Normas
DIGENOR
Av. México, Esq. Leopordo Navarro
Tel.: 685-1180
Cel: 765-281
Gisela Delgado
Encargado Laboratorio Textil
Instituto Dominicano de Tecnología, INDOTEC
Av. Núñez Cáceres, Esq. Oloff Palmer, Sto. Dgo.
Tel: 566-8121
Fax: 227-8809
Email: indotec@codetel.net.do
Elena Caro
Encargada de Calidad
SEESCYT
Edifico INDRHI 5º Piso
Centro de los Héroes, Constanza Maimón y Estero
Hondo
Tel: 533-3381 Ext. 249
Email: hcaro@codetel.net.do
Mercedes Mena de Pérez
Nestle Dominicana
Km. 51/2
Pedro Manuel López Gil
Encargado Control de Calidad
Agua Planeta Azul C.XA
Avenida Los Próceres, reparto Gala
Tel: 565-7765
Fax: 540-5926
Rosario López
Presidenta
ACACDISNA
Calle Francisco Henríquez y Carvajal
Edificio 2110, Sto. Dgo.
Tel: 687-4642 Cel: 519-7249
Fax: 687-4842
Email: acacdisna@yahoo.com
Francisco Rodríguez Matos
Asistente División Nacional de Hortalizas
Secretaria de Estado de Agricultura
Autopista Duarte Km. 61/2
Tel: 547-3888 Ext. 2492
Fax: 533-5174
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Apolonia Trinidad Ferreras
Técnico Propagación de Plantas Frutales
Secretaria de Estado de Agricultura / PRODEFRUD
Banco Agrícola 3era. Planta, George Washington
Tel: 535-8063
Cel:454-9081
Fax: 533-5174
Email: apoloniat@hotmail.com
Jean Lin Leurent
Director Ejecutivo
Fromages de France S.A.
La mesera No. 10, Arroyo Hondo
Tel: 567-5024
Cel: 449-1520
Fax: 567-1525
Email: joka@codetel.net.do
Juan R. Adames Cruz
Encargado División Análisis
Dirección General de Normas y Sistema de Calidad
DIGENOR
Edificio Juan Pablo Duarte, Edificio Huacal, Piso 11
Av. México, esq. Leopoldo Navarro
Tel: 686-2205 al 07
Fax: 682-9967
Email: digenor@codetel.net.do
Norma Rodríguez Báez
Encargada Unidad Residuos de Plaguicidas
Secretaria de Estado de Agricultura
Av. Duarte Km. 6 ½
Tel: 547-3888
Cel: 688-1047
Email: rodrigueznorm63@hotmail.com
Bernardo Vidal Peralta
Técnico de Normalización
Dirección General de Normas, DIGENOR
Ed. JPD, Piso 11, Av. México, Esq. Leopoldo Navarro
Tel: 686-2205 Ext. 235
Cel: 829-1303
Fax: 682-9967
Email: digenor@codetel.net.do
Enrique Amoros Báez
Coordinador de Codex
Dirección General de Normas, DIGENOR
Ed. JPD, Piso 11, Av. México, Esq. Leopoldo Navarro
Tel: 540-6622
Cel: 851-1500
Email: ecamoros21@hotmail.com

José Boanerges Pérez Guerrero
Medico – Agro medicina
Secretaria de Estado de Agricultura
Tel: 547-3888
Cel: 752-0050
Fax: 562-3989
Clara Rosa Lockart Villanueva
Ingeniera Química, Técnico de Normalizador
Dirección General de Normas, DIGENOR
Ed. JPD, Piso 11, Av. México, Esq. Leopoldo Navarro
Tel: 686-2205
Cel: 762-7939
Fax: 682-9967
Email: digenor@codetel.net.com
Addys Moreaux
Ministro Consejero
Secretaria de Estado de Relaciones Exteriores
Av. Independencia No. 752, Santo Domingo
Tel: 535-6280 Ext. 2219
Fax: 535-0133
Email: catalymoreaux@hotmail.com
Pedro R. Guzmán Muñoz
Asesor
Consejo Nacional de Consumidores y Usuarios
Calle Cavacos No. 78, Villa Francisca
Tel: 682-6455
Fax: 687-4842
Carlos Rodríguez
Secretario General
Consejo Nacional de Consumidores
Calle Ravelo No. 48
Tel: 221-7553
Fax: 687-4842
Elizabeth Zanello
Gerente de Control de Calidad
PARMALAT Dominicana S.A.
Calle Real No. 2, Villa Duarte
Tel: 592-0744 Cel: 350-5634
Fax: 597-6606
Norberto Pepe
Gerente División Alimentos y Bebidas
QUIMOCARIBE S.A.
Calle Central No. 10, Jardines del Norte, Sto. Dgo.
Tel: 547-7705
Cel: 350-0397
Fax: 547-7743
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Luz Almanzar
Gerente Incentivos a las Exportaciones
Centro Dominicano de Promoción de Exportaciones
CEDOPEX
Av. 27 de Febrero, Plaza la Bandera, Sto. Dgo.
Tel: 530-5505 Ext. 227
Cel: 880-6139
Fax: 530-4665
Email: luzan30@hotmail.com
OTHER OBSERVERS
AUTRES OBSERVATEURS
OTROS OBSERVADORES

Diana Post
PHD Candidate
University of California, Berkeley, USA
210 Barrows Hall No. 1950, Berkeley CA 94720-1950
Tel: 607-2565425
Email: dlynch@socrates.berkeley.edy
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS
ORGANISATIONS INTERNATIONALES
ORGANIZACIONES INTERNACIONALES
INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL OF GROCERY
MANUFACTURES ASSOCIATIONS (ICGMA)
Dr. Janet E. Collins
Global Organization Director, Monsanto Company
ICGMA – (ICC)
600 13th Street, N.W., Suite 660, Washington D.C.
20005,USA
Tel.: 1-202- 383.2861
Fax: 1-202- 783.1924
Email: janet.e.collins@monsanto.com
Mari Stull
Executive Director
ICGMA
1010 Winsconsin Avenue, Washington D.C.
Tel: 202-337-9400
Fax: 202-337-4508
Email: mstull@gmabrands.com
Gerardo Roberto Gargiulo
Asesor
COPAL
International Council of Grocery
Manufactures Associations (ICGMA)
Florida 537 OF. 513 – 1005 Buenos Aires, Argentina
Tel: 4325 – 8643
Fax: 4325 – 1483
Email: ggargiulo@copal.com.ar
Web Site: www.copal.com.ar

David McGuire
Director
International Council of Grocery
Manufactures Associations (ICGMA)
Te: 202 – 789 – 0789
Fax: 202- 898- 0522
Katja Newman
Consultant
International Council of Grocery
Manufactures Associations (ICGMA)
112 Morningside DR. Manhattan Beach CA 90266
Tel: 310 –798 –3145
Cel: 310 – 739 –7123
Fax: 310 – 798-3145
Email: kjsnavinan@asl.com
Web Site : www.ksninternational.com
ASOCIACIÓN LATINOAMERICANA DE
AVICULTURA (ALA)
Dr. J. Isidro Molfese
Secretario Ejecutivo, Representante de Avicultura
Asociación Latinoamericana de Avicultura, ALA
Arce 441 – 3er. P., (C1426BSE), Buenos Aires,
Argentina
Tel : 54 11 4774 -4770
Fax : 54 11 4313-5666
Cel: 54 11 4539 – 2595
Email : molfese@ciudad.com.ar
INTERNATIONAL UNION OF FOOD SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY (IUFoST)
Ing. Eduardo Méndez
IUFoST International Union of Food Science and
Technology
Apdo. Postal 60486, México D.F. 03800
Tel.: 525555950916
Cel: 52-55-59653538
Fax: 52-555595-8882
Email: ermendezmx@terra.com.mx
Web Site : www.stratecon-int.com
WORLD ASSOCIATION FOR ANIMAL
PRODUCTION (WAAP)
ASOCIACIÓN LATINOAMERICANA DE
PRODUCCIÓN ANIMAL (ALPA)
Dr. Omar Araujo Befres
Presidente de ALPA
World Association for Animal Production
Asociación Latinoamericana de Producción Animal
Av. 20 No. 68-63, Edif.. PIACOA,
Maracaibo, Venezuela
Tel/Fax: (58261) 752-8934
Email: oaraujo@cantv.net
Web Site: www.alpa.org.ve
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INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION FOR
ANIMAL HEALTH (IFAH)
Dr. Raul J. Guerrero
Vice Presidente
IFAH
c/o Elanco Animal Health
0424 West 131 St Street, Carmen IN, USA
Tel: 314 – 277 –4436
Email: guerrero_raul_j@liñy.com
Dr. Michael McCarty
Representative IFAH
c/o Elanco Animal Health
204 E. Corumbiwe LN. Wesffield, IN 46074
Tel: 1 317 – 433 –2772
Fax: 1 317 – 433-6353
Web Site: mccarty_michael@lilly.com
CONSUMERS INTERNATIONAL
Héctor Villaverde
Coordinador Programa Alimentación y Salud
Las Hortensias 2371, Santiago de Chile
Tel: (562) 335-1695
Fax: (562) 231-0773
Email: programalimentario@consint.cl
Web Site: www.consumidores.int.cl
INTER-AMERICAN INSTITUTE FOR
COOPERATION ON AGRICULTURE
INSTITUTO INTERAMERICANO DE
COOPERACION PARA LA AGRICULTURA
(IICA)
Eric Bolaños Ledezma
Especialista en Medidas Sanitarias y Fitosanitarias
Instituto de Cooperación para la Agricultura y la
Alimentación (IICA)
Postal 552200 Coronado, Costa Rica
Tel: (506) 216 – 0222
Fax: (506) 216 – 0764
Email: ebolaños@iica.ac.cr
Web Site : www.infoagro.net/salud
JOINT FAO/WHO SECRETARIAT
SECRÉTARIAT MIXTE FAO/OMS
SECRETARIADO CONJUNTO FAO/OMS
Alan W. Randell
Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme
Secretariat, Codex Alimentarius Commission
C/ FAO, Viale delle Terme di Caracalla 00100, Rome,
Italy
Tel : 39 06 5705 4390
Cel : 39 348 810 5783
Fax : 39 06 5705 4593
Email : codex@fao.org
Web Site : www.codexalimentarius.net

Gracia Teresa Brisco López
Food Standards Officer
C/ FAO, Viale delle Terme di Caracalla 00100, Rome,
Italy
Tel: 39 06 5705 2700
Fax: 39 06 5705 4593
Email: gracia.brisco@fao.org
Web Site: www.codexalimentarius.net
Anne Breton
Associated Professional Officer
C/ FAO, Viale delle Terme di Caracalla 00100, Rome,
Italy
Tel : 39 06 5705 6210
Fax : 39 06 5705 4593
Email : anne.breton@fao.org
Web Site : www.codexalimentarius.net
FAO
Maya Piñeiro
Food Quality and Standards Service
C/ FAO, Viale delle Terme di Caracalla 00100, Rome,
Italy
Tel: 39 06 5705 3308
Fax: 39 06 5705 4593
Email: maya.piñeiro@fao.org
Web Site : www.fao.org
Cecilio Morón
Oficial Principal de Política Alimentaria y Nutrición
Oficina Regional de la FAO para América Latina y el
Caribe
Casilla 10095, Santiago, Chile
Tel: (56-2) 3372208
Fax: (56-2) 3372101
Email: cecilio.moron@fao.org
Web Site: www.fao.org
Susana María Jiménez
Consultora - Profesora
Universidad Nacional del Litoral
Ciudad Universitaria, El Pozo Santa Fe, Agricultura
Tel: 54 – 342 – 4571150
Fax: 54 – 342 – 4571148
Email:sjimenez@figus.unl.edu.ar
WHO/OMS
Wim Van Eck
Senior Advisor
Word Health Organization
Switzerland
26 Avenue Appia Geneva
Tel: 41227913582
Fax: 41227914807
Email: vaneckw@who.int
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WHO/PAHO
OMS/OPS
Claudio Almeida
Director
Instituto Panamericano de Inocuidad de Alimentos
OPS / OMS
Talcahuano 1660 – Martínez, Buenos Aires, Argentina
Tel: (54-11) 5789-4000
Fax: (54-11) 5789-4013
Email: calmeida@paho.org
Web Site: www.panalimentos.org
Adrián Acerbi
Asesor en Legislación Alimentaria
Instituto Panamericano de Inocuidad de Alimentos
OPS / OMS
Talcahuano 1660 – Martínez, Buenos Aires, Argentina
Tel: (54 – 11) 5789-4000
Fax : (54 – 11) 5789-4013
Email: acerbiad@inppaz.ops.oms.org
Web Site: www.panalimentos.org
Enrique Pérez
Jefe de Cooperación Técnica, INPPAZ
Instituto Panamericano de Inocuidad de Alimentos
OPS / OMS
Talcahuano 1660 – Martínez, Buenos Aires, Argentina
Tel: (54 – 11) 5789-4000
Fax : (54 – 11) 5789-4013
Email: perezenr@inppaz.ops-oms.org
Web Site: www.panalimentos.org
Lucimar Coser Cannon
Regional Advisor on moncommunicarble Diseasey
Pan-American Health Org. PAHO-WHO
525 23rd Street N.W. Washington D.C USA 20037 2895
Tel: 1202 974 3695
Fax: 1 202 974333
Email: coserluc@paho.org
Web Site : www.paho.org
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STRATEGIC PLAN
FOR THE
FAO/WHO COORDINATING COMMITTEE FOR LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN (CCLAC)

GENERAL OBJECTIVE:

TO OPTIMIZE THE ROLE OF CCLAC AND THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF ITS MEMBERS
WITHIN THE
CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION AND THE LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN REGION
(Adopted by the Thirteenth Session of the Coordinating Committee, Santo Domingo, 12 December 2002)
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STRATEGIC PLAN FOR THE COORDINATION OF CCLAC

OBJETIVES
1. To foster effective communication between
the CCLAC members, with other regions
and Codex members, the Codex Secretariat
and relevant organizations.

ACTIONS

RESPONSIBLE

1. To maximize the use of electronic communication systems in
The regional Coordinator of CCLAC will be
countries of the region, and stimulate the development of a web page responsible for points 1, 2 and 4. For point 3
for each contact point.
Argentina and a representative from an
English speaking country have the
2. To conclude the development of the virtual page of CCLAC and to
responsibility.
encourage its use.
3. To organize a virtual chat room with the primary objective of
exchanging information prior to Codex meetings, with CCLAC
members as well as with other regional committees or Codex
member countries.
4. To maintain an up-to–date directory of the National Codex Contact
Points including other addresses as indicated by the CCLAC
member countries.

2. To achieve the active and effective
1. To solicit Inter-Agency collaboration (INPPAZ/ PAHO/ FAO/
participation of all countries of the Region in
IICA) to carry out the translation of information of interest to
the Codex Alimentarius Commission and its
CCLAC countries into English, Spanish and French.
subsidiary bodies in particular in the
CCLAC.
2. To establish working groups to examine strategic aspects of the
Codex activities.
3. To involve all countries of the region in active participation in the
work undertaken by CCLAC.

The Codex Commission in coordination with
the contact points of CCLAC.

The regional Coordination of CCLAC with
the assistance of the countries of the Region.
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3. To promote the development and
strengthening of the capacities of the
National Codex Committees and/or Codex
Contact Points in CCLAC Member
Countries.
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ACTIONS

RESPONSIBLE

1. To identify needs for capacity-building and to coordinate them with
the efforts of other organizations and possible funding resources.

The responsibility for the execution of this
objective will be subject to suggestions and
further approval of the Strategic Plan for the
Coordination of CCLAC by the CCLAC
member countries.

2. To establish an exchange of information and experiences between
the Codex Contact Points and/or National Codex Committees in the
CCLAC countries and others.
3. To keep a record of training activities, exchange of information and
experiences between countries, negotiations with international
organizations and other activities defined in the Action Plan.

4. To take advantage of the technical and
scientific capacities existing in CCLAC
member countries.

1. To elaborate a list of specialists and institution available in the
CCLAC region based on the information provided by each country.
2. To identify and prioritize items that in the working groups need a
specialized opinion.

The responsibility for the execution of this
objective will be subject to suggestions and
further approval of the Strategic Plan for the
Coordination of CCLAC.

3. To identify available support from regional specialists and
organizations regarding themes where a specialized opinion is
required and promote their participation in the committee of experts.
5. To ensure the continuity, development and
sustainability of the committee’s tasks.

1. To design a biennial operational plan, to be implemented between
the CCLAC meetings, consistent with this Strategic Plan.

The responsibility of the Regional
Coordination.

2. To carry out periodical evaluations and follow up of the actions
contemplated in the Strategic Plan.
3. To establish mechanisms for the transfer of information during the
transition of the Coordination.
4. To present a final report of the compliance of the actions
contemplated in the Strategic Plan, in the framework of the holding
of the regional meeting of the CCLAC.

The responsibility of the Regional
Coordination.
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6. To attain technical cooperation and funding 1. To elaborate a list of organizations offering technical and financial
mechanism to allow CCLAC to develop and
cooperation.
sustain its activities.
2. To organize working groups to formulate the necessary Projects to
seek the resources and follow up on them.

RESPONSIBLE
For point 3, the Coordination, with the
support of all CCLAC member countries,
will solicit the support of the organizations
of the Region and other countries to sponsor
these actions.

3. To conduct analysis and follow – up of proposals to establish the
trust fund and other means of funding in the sphere of codex with
respect to the interests of the Region.
7. To identify and prioritize the needs of the
Region on food safety and other themes.

1. To carry out surveys in member countries to detect the needs of the
Region.
2. To incorporate the issue of analysis and prioritization on the agenda
of the Committee.
3. To develop Standards, guidelines and other recommendations of
regional interest.
4. To encourage linkages with other interested parties duly/properly
represented on the CCLAC.

The Regional Coordination.

