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Governments and international organizations wishing to submit comments on the following subject matter
are invited to do so no later than 1 November 2005 to: Codex Australia, Australian Government
Department of Agriculture Fisheries and Forestry GPO Box 858, Canberra ACT, 2601 (fax: 61.2.6272.3103;
E-mail: codex.contact@affa.gov.au), with a copy to the Secretary, Codex Alimentarius Commission, Joint
FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme, Via delle Terme di Caracalla, 00100 Rome, Italy (Fax No +
39.06.5705.4593; E-mail: codex@fao.org).

Background

1. The 11" Session of the Codex Committee on Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification
Systems completed work on the Codex Guidelines on the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures
Associated with Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification Systems (CAC/GL 53-2003).! At this
Session, during “Other Business and Future Work,” the Committee noted the comments of Consumers
International that suggested the development of three appendices or references to the Guidelines dealing
with: (1) documentation requirements for the submission of a request for a judgement of equivalence; (2)
terms for on-site visits by importing country authorities to verify inspection and certification systems; and
(3) technical assistance to be provided by importing countries to exporting developing countries. Other
delegations also noted the need for further work in these areas®.

2. CCFICS, at its 12" Session, recommended that new work be undertaken on proposed draft appendices
to the now adopted Guidelines on the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures Associated with Food
Inspection and Certification (CAC/GL - /2003).> The Committee’s Project Document stated that the
following main aspects would be covered in the proposed new work.

1. Assessing which measures are to be the subject of an equivalence determination;

1 ALINORM 03/30A, paras 8-6 and Appendix |1
2 ALINORM 03/30A, para 55
¥ ALINORM 04/27/30, para. 88 (a).




CX/FICS 05/14/3 2

2. Documentation for evaluation of submissions of requests for equivalence determinations;

3. Terms for on-site visits by importing country authorities undertaking a determination of
equivalence;

4, Determining an “objective basis of comparison”;
More detail on the process of judging equivalence; and

6. Information relating to technical assistance to be provided by importing countries to exporting
countries;

The Committee also noted that providing further information on these items would respond to the concerns
raised at the 26™ Session of the Commission by the Republic of Korea and Peru with respect to the need for
further guidance to implement the Guidelines on the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures
Associated with Food Inspection and Certification (CAC/GL 53-2003).

3. The Codex Alimentarius Commission, at its 27" (2004) Session*, approved new work on Proposed
Draft Appendices to the Guidelines on the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures Associated with
Food Inspection and Certification.

4. CCFICS, at its 13" Session®, considered a paper® prepared by the United States with the assistance of a
Working Group that proposed that the work on the various appendices should be carried out in a step-wise
fashion. The paper also presented a proposed scope and content outline for each of the appendices.

5. The Committee agreed that work on the appendices should be carried out in a step-wise approach. The
Committee also agreed that priority should be given to the development by a Working Group led by the
United States of items 2, 4 and 5 above and that work on items 1 and 3 should be deferred. The Committee
agreed that, as regards item 6 (Technical Assistance), the Delegation of the United States would prepare a
Discussion Paper based on the recommendation of the Executive Committee’ pertaining to the need for
technical assistance and cooperation referenced in other Codex texts on inspection and certification with a
view to identifying what guidance might be developed by the Committee in this regard.

6. The United States developed and circulated electronically to the Working Group for comment
proposed draft appendices to the Guidelines on the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures
Associated with Food Inspection and Certification on: 1) documentation for evaluation of submissions of
requests for equivalence determinations; 2) determining an “objective basis of comparison”; and 3) details on
the process of judging equivalence.

7. Utilizing the comments received, the Working Group, met in Brussels, Belgium on September 5-7,
2005, and revised the working draft substantially. A list of participants at the Working Group can be found at
Attachment 4. The Working Group noted that the original draft of the Appendix on the “Details of Judging
Equivalence” focused more on the process of determining equivalence rather than judging equivalence and
revised the Appendix to better reflect the main aspects of work presented in the Project Document. This
Appendix appears in outline form at present and may require further elaboration of some of the elements.
The Committee may also wish to consider whether it would be beneficial to develop additional guidance on
the process of judging equivalence beyond that currently appearing in CAC/GL 53-2003. Because of limited
time, the Working Group was not able to fully address the Appendix on “Objective Basis of Comparison”
and this Appendix also will require further elaboration. With respect to this Appendix, the Working Group
decided to not present the examples originally contained in the draft text, awaiting further consideration by
the Committee and the Working Group; in this regard, the Committee is invited to suggest pertinent
examples that may be more fully developed. The Working Group also discussed the need for a definition of
the term “Objective Basis of Comparison”; a draft definition appears in Annex 2 for the Committee’s
consideration.

* ALINORM 04/27/41, para. 98 and Appendix VI.
> ALINORM 05/28/30, paras. 23-25.

® CX/FICS 04/13/3.

" ALINORM 04/27/4, paras. 18-19.
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8.  Reflecting the outcome of the Brussels meeting of the Working Group, attached for consideration by
the Committee are the proposed draft appendices to the Guidelines on the Judgement of Equivalence of
Sanitary Measures Associated with Food Inspection and Certification on: Attachment 1) documentation for
evaluation of submissions of requests for equivalence determinations; Attachment 2) determining an
“objective basis of comparison”; and Attachment 3) details on the process of judging equivalence.

RECCOMMENDATION

The Committee is invited to consider the attached proposed draft appendices to the Guidelines on the
Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures Associated with Food Inspection and Certification with a
view towards their further progression in the Codex Step Procedure.
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Attachment 1
Annex
Proposed Draft Appendix to the

Guidelines on the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures Associated with Food Import and
Export Inspection and Certification Systems on

Documentation for Determination of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures

INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE

1.  This appendix sets out documentation likely to be required to: 1) articulate the request from an
exporting country to an importing country for a determination of equivalence®; 2) provide evidence that the
alternative measure® identified by the exporting country is equivalent to the measure of the importing
country; and 3) demonstrate the exporting country’s legislative base and administrative systems for
implementing and enforcing the alternative measure.

2. Factors affecting the detail and extent of the documentation provided may include: 1) the number and
complexity of the sanitary measure(s) to be the subject of the equivalence determination; and, 2) the
experience, knowledge and confidence of an importing country with an exporting country’s food inspection
and certification system, including details of any existing trade.

DOCUMENTATON

3. The documentation for an equivalence determination [should as appropriate] include the following:

An Initial Request

4.  The exporting country should provide written notification to the importing country stating its interest
in obtaining an equivalence determination and requesting pertinent information regarding the importing
country’s sanitary measure or set of measures relevant to a food product or group of food products.

5. The exporting country should submit the following basic information with the initial request:

) Contact information for the submitting competent authority (e.g. contact person, address, phone,
email, FAX);

. The rationale or purpose for the request for an equivalence determination (e.g., desire to begin
exporting a specific commodity; new technology providing an alternative control measure,
resolution of an existing trade difficulty etc.);

) The exporting country’s sanitary measure(s) associated with a food product or group of food
products for which determination of equivalence is sought;

o The importing country measure (s) which is the subject of the equivalence determination, where
such has already been identified and the rationale;

o [The result of the comparison between the exporting country’s relevant sanitary measure and
the importing country’s sanitary measure which indicates the measures that are to be the subject
of an equivalence determination and the measures that are compliant;

8 See Appendix $$, Assessing which measures are to be the subject of an equivalence determination (to be developed).
Ref. Section 5 of CAC/GL 53-2003: Relevant measures will be associated with infrastructure, program design,
implementation and monitoring, and specific requirements; an equivalence determination can be sought for any
measure(s); all measures are initially under consideration; the exporting country determines with which relevant
measure(s) of the importing country it or the exported products will comply- these are removed from the equivalence
determination; the importing country determines which further relevant measures of the exporting country are
equivalent based upon its prior experience, knowledge and confidence in the exporting country’s systems—these are
also removed from the equivalence determination; the remaining measure(s) are subject to the equivalence
determination.

° Commodity, hazard, and measure may be plural. Only the singular is used in this appendix.
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o The exporting country’s basis and rationale for proposing equivalence with the importing
country’s measures. Where relevant measures that have previously been agreed as equivalent
with this importing country and/or where relevant with other importing countries should also be
included;

) The relevant measures where there has already been an equivalence determination.]

6. Upon receipt of the initial request from an exporting country, the importing country should
acknowledge such receipt and provide contact information to the exporting country’s submitting competent
authority.

Preparations for Development of a Submittal Package or Exchange of Information Between the
Exporting and Importing Country

7. The importing country should provide written or electronic copies of all pertinent sanitary measures
relating to: infrastructure; program design, implementation and monitoring; and specific requirements for the
same products, as relevant to the request from the exporting country.

8. When the exporting country deems necessary/appropriate, it may ask for additional information
including: the reason/purpose for the sanitary measure; how the sanitary measure achieves or helps to
achieve the ALOP; and the scientific basis for the sanitary measure and the importing country should supply
this information®®.

9.  The importing country should specify as precisely as possible an objective basis of comparison for the
sanitary measures and provide supporting information as appropriate.™

Submittal Package

10. The general nature of the documentation required to assess the equivalence of a measure is generally
the same whether the measure is involved with infrastructure; program design, implementation and
monitoring; or specific requirements'.

11. A useful method for determining the information that needs to be submitted is to carry out a side-by-

side comparison of pertinent sanitary measures of the importing and exporting country. This side-by-side
comparison, in conjunction with consultation with the importing country, should enable the exporting
country to determine the measures:

o with which it and its exported products will comply;

o which can be accepted by the importing country as equivalent based on knowledge, experience
and confidence in the exporting country’s systems; and

. which are to be the subject of the equivalence determination.

12.  The submittal package to be forwarded from the exporting country to the importing country should
include the following:

o A copy of the initial notification letter;

o Results of side-by-side comparisons of the importing and exporting countries’ measures for the
commodity/hazard combinations, indicating which measures are to be complied with, which
should be equivalent based on experience, knowledge and confidence; and which are the subject
of the equivalence determination;

o The results of the analysis of the measure subject to the equivalence determination and the
finding as to whether the alternative measure is equivalent;

o For each broad measure type (infrastructure; program design, implementation, monitoring;
requirements) a summary of findings including specific measures that will be complied with,

19 paragraph 16, CAC/GL 53-2003
1 See Section 6 and Appendix 2
12 See Section 5 paragraph 13(a), (b), (c).
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measures found to be equivalent based on experience, knowledge and confidence; and alterative
measure(s) proposed to be equivalent.

) For each alternative measure found to be equivalent, a summary of the scientific rationale as to
why the measure is equivalent and detailed supporting information. These will include analysis,
based when appropriate, on the objective basis of comparison, and include the result of side-by-
side comparisons or analytical data packages.® Detailed supportive analytical information can
be placed in annexes.

) Copies of all pertinent communications including substantive findings and interpretations.

Judgment of Equivalence

13. Both the exporting and importing country should retain, as relevant, written or electronic copies of
correspondence, and written records of verbal communication, between the importing country and exporting
country regarding the results of clarifications, interpretative findings, physical visits, conversations, etc.

14. The importing country should provide to the exporting country a written report as to whether
equivalence has been found with respect to the exporting country’s alternative measure. Where equivalence
is not found, the reasoning for this should be included in the written report.

13 The analysis should demonstrate that the two measures will achieve the same level of public health protection for
specified hazard in the commodity under consideration, employing, as appropriate, one or more objective basis of
comparison.
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Attachment 2
Annex
Proposed Draft Appendix to the

Codex Guidelines on the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures Associated with Food Import
and Export Inspection and Certification Systems on

Determining an “Objective Basis of Comparison”

1. This annex provides an elaboration of the guidance given in Section 6, paragraphs 15 and 16 of the
base document.

2. Once countries have decided which measures are to be the subjects of an equivalence determination,
the importing country, at the request of the exporting country, should provide the objective basis of
comparison for the sanitary measure identified in the submittal package. This objective basis of comparison
may be elucidated in qualitative or quantitative terms. The value of utilizing the objective basis of
comparison as a tool can be considered at this stage.

3. An “objective basis of comparison” is the [means/method/tool/instrument/reference point/result] by
which alternative measures or groups of measures may be shown to achieve the importing country’s ALOP,
and thus may be considered equivalent.

4.  Depending upon the nature and extent of the measures subject to an equivalence determination, one or
more objective basis of comparison may be needed in order to effectively evaluate alternative sanitary
measures or groups of sanitary measures. For example, more than one objective basis of comparison may be
required where a single measure applied by an importing country contributes in several different ways to the
achievement of the ALOP, or where subsets of a group of measures for which an equivalence determination
is sought make distinct contributions to the outcome.

5. The importing country should specify as precisely as possible the objective basis of comparison and,
to the extent possible, provide supporting information™.

6.  Depending upon the nature of the measure subject to the judgment of equivalence, the objective basis
of comparison may take different forms. For example:

a. An objective basis of comparison is preferably a quantitative value against which the outcome
of two sets of alternative sanitary measures used to control a hazard in a food can be compared.
For example, an objective basis of comparison may be stated as a performance objective (e.g., a
log reduction in a bacterial pathogen in a food or a percent reduction of the hazard in a food that
must be achieved).

b. Alternatively, the objective basis of comparison may be a specified performance of a control
system based on a statistically designed means of evaluating the system (e.g., product lot
examination, farm and/or establishment inspection).

C. In some instances, while the objective basis of comparison may be the scientific basis of a
measure (e.g., the requirement for a particular food contact surface based on the demonstrated
ability of that surface to prevent microbial biofilm formation), the actual activity of showing
that the objective basis of comparison has been met could be a side-by-side
comparison/assessment of measures based on the knowledge of scientific/technical experts.

7. Initially all sanitary measures (infrastructure, program design, implementation, monitoring and
specific requirements) pertinent to the control of a hazard in a food are subject to an equivalence
determination. The exporting country will determine which measures and/or its exported goods/products it
will comply with and which will be subject to an equivalence determination.

1 Supporting info can include (see Section 6): the reason/purpose for the sanitary measure; how the sanitary measure
achieves or helps to achieve the ALOP; the scientific basis for sanitary measure.
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8.  The determination may remove certain measures from further consideration based on the importing
country’s knowledge of, experience with, and confidence in the exporting country’s food control system,
leaving a final measure or set of measures for which an assessment of equivalence must be made. In each of
these instances, an objective basis of comparison to enable comparison of outcomes should be identified and
used.

EXAMPLES OF APPLYING AN OBJECTIVE BASIS OF COMPARISON

(Examples of developing an objective basis of comparison will be provided for use as an illustrative tool).
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Annex

Attachment 3

Proposed Draft Appendix to the

Guidelines on the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures Associated with Food Import and

Export Inspection and Certification Systems on

Details on the Process of Judging Equivalence

This annex provides an elaboration of the provisions of Section 8 of this Guideline. The additional details
provided below are intended to assist countries in the practical application of the concepts in Paragraph 20 of
Section 8 and to provide guidance as to judgement of equivalence of sanitary measures.

1.  Elaboration on what constitutes experience, knowledge and confidence by an importing country of an
exporting country’s food inspection and certification system including the history of food trade between
importing and exporting countries and the history of compliance of foods, particularly the food products
involved in the equivalence determination provided by the exporting country to the importing country.

a.

©c = 3

General knowledge of the exporting country’s food safety system as demonstrated by, among
other things, a side by side comparison.

Results of audits/inspections/field examinations by the importing country, other countries or
other officially recognized third party organizations.

Information on the exporting country’s application and implementation of the risk analysis
framework in the food safety system.

Available exporting country risk assessments.
Port of entry inspection and test results.

Records of import rejections and alerts by the importing country as well as from other trading
partners.

Agreements the importing country may already have in place with the exporting country,
including equivalence agreements.

Bilateral or multilateral agreements on recognition of equivalence with other countries which
are in place.

Experience acquired with the exporting country, including historical data regarding the
importation and compliance of other food or groups of food products from the same country.

Frequency of organisational/structural/administrative changes in the exporting countries
competent authority (ies).

Contingency plans for containing and mitigating the effects of food safety emergencies.
Foodborne disease surveillance data associated with the food product.

The degree to which industry uses appropriate processing controls.

Completeness of the exporting country’s legislation and, as appropriate, quality control systems.

Level/form of oversight of the food production system by the exporting country’s certifying
authority.

Acknowledgment and evaluation of pre-existing certification systems conducted or carried out
by the exporting country.

2. How and when the importing country should apply such experience, knowledge and confidence used
by the importing country to determine priority including a decision whether to proceed with the request
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To assist in setting priorities, as may be appropriate.

To confirm, or not confirm, the conclusions of the exporting country’s side by side comparison
of its relevant sanitary measures against the importing country’s sanitary measures.

To narrow the scope of the sanitary measures that are to be the subject of the equivalence
determination.

To determine the economic feasibility to pursue further scientific evidence.

To determine if equivalence can be accepted without the need for any further work, when the
risks associated with the food product(s) in question are considered low.

To determine the necessity of or scope of an on-site audit/inspection by the importing country
of the exporting country’s system.

To be applied in every case during the initial stage if the information is available.

To substitute for, or to be used in conjunction with, risk assessment/scientific analysis.

Note: Transparency in the application of experience, knowledge and confidence is essential to that
the use and application of this information is clear to all parties.

3. Mechanisms /approaches to gathering and evaluating quantitative and qualitative data

2 o o

o Q@ —~ oo

Assure the adequacy and accuracy of the data.

Maximize the amount/extent of data.

Utilize statistical data when appropriate.

Utilize risk assessments.

Utilize scientific principles of risk analysis.

Utilize, as appropriate, an iterative approach to evaluate the data.
Utilize data to establish an objective basis of comparison.

Include concepts such as performance objective, food safety objective and performance criteria
and their associated data.

Utilize appropriate subject matter experts to evaluate qualitative or quantitative data.

Utilize side-by-side comparisons of the data developed by the importing and exporting countries
associated with the same or alternative measures.

4.  On-site visits/audits: Mechanisms/approaches to assessing findings

Use to gather information on the exporting countries food inspection system.
Use to verify implementation of exporting country food safety inspection system.
Use to assist in confirming compliance with country requirements.

Use as an optional undertaking of the importing country where prior knowledge and experience
are not sufficient.

Limit in scope to the commodity and the related food safety systems that are the subject of the
equivalence determination.

Establish protocols for undertaking on site visits/audits.

When appropriate, the importing country may utilize information provided by officially
recognized third party organizations regarding the exporting country’s food safety inspection
system.
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h.

Recognise the provisions of the Codex Guidelines for the Design, Operation, Assessment and
Accreditation of Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification Systems (CAC/GL 26-
1997).

Recognise the provisions of the WTO SPS Agreement Article 4 (Equivalence).

5. Mechanisms/approaches to dealing with data variability and uncertainty

a.

f.

Accepted methods in evaluating data for variability and uncertainty should be used and applied
consistently.

The data should be presented in a means which permits easy separation of variability and
uncertainty.

Evaluation/use of quality control mechanisms and possible accreditation procedures in place in
the exporting country.

Use appropriate subject matter experts to evaluate qualitative descriptions of controls.

The importing country should objectively review the equivalence data of the exporting country
regardless of data variability and uncertainty.

Provide for flexibility in the appreciation of variability and uncertainty for low risk products.

In reaching a conclusion regarding a judgement of equivalence the considerations in the above sections
should be taken into account, as appropriate, as well as the provisions of Section 8, paragraphs 20 (c) and
(h) of the base document. Guidance relating to the objective basis of comparison (Section 8 ¢ of the base
document) can be found in Section 6 of the base document and Annex 2.



CX/FICS 05/14/3

12

Attachment 4

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS
WORKING GROUP MEETING
BRUSSELS BELGIUM
5-7 SEPTEMBER 2005

ARGENTINA

Ing Gabriele A Catalani

Coordinadora Techica Del Codex Argentina

Direccion De Relaciones Agroalimentarias
InternacionalesSecretaria De Agricultura

Ganaderia, Pesca Y Alimentos

Paseo Colon 992. PB.

Oficina 29 (1063)

Buenos Aires, ARGENTINA

Email: gcatal@mecpm.gov.ar or codex@mecon.gov.ar

Ing. Gabriela Falco

Assistente Tecnica en Higiene de Alimentos
Mission Argentina ante la Union Europea
Brussels, BELGIUM

AUSTRALIA

Dr Ann McDonald

Manager

Market Maintenance

Australian Quarantine & Inspection Service
Australian Government Department of Agriculture,
Fisheries & Forestry

GPO Box 858

Canberra ACT, AUSTRALIA

Email: ann.mcdonald@aqis.gov.au

Mr Greg Read

Executive Manager

Australian Quarantine & Inspection Service
Australian Government Department of Agriculture,
Fisheries & Forestry

GPO Box 858

Canberra ACT, AUSTRALIA

Email: gregory.read@aqis.gov.au

Ms Ann Backhouse

Manager

Codex Australia

Product Integrity, Animal and Plant Health
Australian Government Department of Agriculture,
Fisheries & Forestry

GPO Box 858

Canberra ACT, AUSTRALIA

Email: ann.backhouse@daff.gov.au

BELGIUM

Prof Marc Cornelis

Counsellor General

Federal Agency for the Safety of the Food Chain
WTCIII Boulevard Simon

Bolivor 30

B — 1000 Brussels, BELGIUM

Email: marc.cornelis@favv.be

Dr Sofie Huyberechts

Doctor of Veterinary Medicine

Federal Agency for the Safety of the Food Chain
WTC Il

Boulevard Simon Bolivar 30

Brussels, BELGIUM

Email: sofie.huyberechts@favv.be

BRAZIL

Dr Marcelo Bonnet

Director

Plant Inspection Service

Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock & Food Supply
Esplanada dos Ministerios

Bloco D-Edificio

Anexo B Sala 337 CEP

70043-900 Brasilia/DF, BRAZIL

Email: mbonnet@agricultura.gov.br

Mr Alexandre Pontes

Codex Alimentarius Coordinator-MAPA

Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock & Food Supply
Esplanada dos Ministerios

Bloco D-Edificio

Anexo B Sala 337 CEP

70043-900 Brasilia/DF, BRAZIL

Email: apontes@agricultura.gov.br

Mr Lucio Akio Kikuchi

Codex Alimentarius Coordinator-MAPA

Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock & Food Supply
Esplanada dos Ministerios

Bloco D-Edificio

Anexo B Sala 337 CEP

70043-900 Brasilia/DF, BRAZIL

Email: lucioakio@agricultura.gov.br




CX/FICS 05/14/3

Ms Ana Virginia de Almeida Figoeiredo
Brazilian National Health Surveillance Agency
SEPN 511, Blocoa Ed Omega

Asa Norte

Brasilia/DF, BRAZIL

Email: ana.virginia@anvisa.gov.br

Ms Ligia Lindner Schriener

Veterinary Officer

Brazilian National Health Surveillance Agency
SEPN 511, Blocoa Ed Omega

Asa Norte

Brasilia/DF, BRAZIL

Email: ligia.schreiner@anvisa.gov.br

Mr Jogi Humberto Oshiai

Economic and Commercial Advisor
Mission of Brazil to the European Union
Au. F. Roosevelt 30

1050 Brussels, BELGIUM

Email: joshiai@braseuropa.be

CANADA

Dr Tom Feltmate

Manager

Food Safety Risk Analysis
Canadian Food Inspection Agency
ADRI-CPQP 3851

Fallowfeild Road

PO Box 11300

Ottawa, Ontario K2H 8P9
CANADA

Email: tfeltmate@inspection.gc.ca

CHINA

Dr Huang Bin

Official

Department of Registration

China National Administration for Certification and
Accreditation

9 Madiandonglu

Haidian District

Beijing 100088, CHINA

Email: huangb@cnca.gov.cn

Mr Sun Guo sheng
Official

Tianjin CIQ

33 Youyilu

Hexi District

Tianjin 300201, CHINA

Email: sungs@eyou.com

COLOMBIA

Ms Clara Gaviria

Ministry of Commerce

Av Franklin Roosevelt

1050 Brussels, BELGIUM

Email: cgaviria.mincomercio@coditel.net

Ms Juliana Contreras
Ministry of Commerce
Av Franklin Roosevelt
1050 Brussels, BELGIUM

Email: jcontreras.mincomercio@coditel.net

COSTARICA

Ms Eliana Villalobos

Minister Counsellor

Embassy of Costa Rica to Brussels
489 Ave. Louise

1050 Brussels, BELGIUM

Email: evillalobos@rree.go.cr

Mr Manuel Morales

Counsellor

Embassy of Costa Rica to Brussels
489 Ave. Louise

1050 Brussels, BELGIUM

Email: mmorales@rree.go.cr

EUROPEAN COMMUNITY

Mr Michael Scannell

Head of Unit

European Commission

Office F 101 9/22

B- 1049 Brussels, BELGIUM
Email: Michael.scannell@cec.eu.in

Dr Jér6bme Lepeintre
Administrator

European Commission

Office F 101 9/22

B- 1049 Brussels, BELGIUM
Email: jerome.lepeintre@cec.eu.int

Dr Alain Dehove

Administrator

European Commission

Office F101 4/92

B-1049 Brussels, BELGIUM
Email: Alain.dehove@cec.eu.int

Ms Bernadette Klink-Khachan
Assistant

European Commission

Office F101 4/71

B — 1049 Brussels, BELGIUM
Email: codex@cec.eu.int

FINLAND

Dr Hentriikka Kontio

Director

Veterinary Border Inspection Unit
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry
PO Box 30

00032 Government

Helsinki, FINLAND

Email: hentriikka.kontio@mmm.fi




CX/FICS 05/14/3

FRANCE

Mrs Roseline Lecourt

Chargee de Mission

Ministere de I’Economie, des Finances et de
I’Industrie, DGCCRF

59 Boulevard Vincent Auriol

75703 Paris Cedex 13, FRANCE

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

Dr Catherine Chapoux

Chargee d’etudes

Ministere de I’ Agriculture et de la Peche — DGAL
251, rue de Vaugirard

75732 Paris Cedex 15, FRANCE

Email: catherine.chapoux@agriculture.gouv.fr

GERMANY

Dr Patric Huselstein

Federal Ministry of Consumer Protection Nutrition and
Agriculture

Rochusstrasse 1

D-53123 Bonn, GERMANY

Email: 315@bmvel.bund.de

Dr Antje Jaensch

Deputy Head of Unit

Federal Office of Consumer Protection and Food
Safety (BVL)

Diederdorfer Weg 1

D - 12277 Berlin, GERMANY

Email: antje.jaensch@bvl.bund.de

HUNGARY

Ms Agnes Horvath

Permanent Representative of Hungary to the EU
92-98 rue de Treves

1040 Brussels, BELGIUM

Email: Agnes.horvath@hunrep.be

ICELAND

Dr Halldur Zoega
Ingolfsstraeti

101 Reykjavik, ICELAND
Email: hallfor@fiskistofa.is

INDIA

Ms Shashi Sareen

Director

Export Inspection Council

Ministry of Commerce and Industry

3" Floor NDYCMA Cultural Centre Building
1 Jai Singh Road

New Delhi 110001, INDIA

Email: eic@eicindia.org

14

IRELAND

Mr Jeff Moon

Chief Specialist

Environmental Health

Food Safety Authority of Ireland
Abbey Court

Lower Abbey Street

Dublin 1, IRELAND

Email: jmoon@fsai.ie

ITALY

Dr Pier Giuseppe Facelli
Ministero della Salute
Piazza Marconi 25

001GG Roma, ITALY
Email: pg.facelli@sanita.it

Dr Ciro Impagnatiello

Ministero Delle Politiche Agricole

Via XX Settembre 20

00187 Roma, ITALY

Email: c.impagnatiello@politicheagricole.it

JAPAN

Mr Hironobu Naka

Deputy Director

Food Safety and Consumer

Policy Division

Ministry of Agriculture,

Forestry and Fisheries

1-2-1 Kasumigaseki

Chiyodo-ku

Tokyo 100-8950, JAPAN

Email: hironobu_naka@nm.maff.go.jp

Dr Hajime Toyofuko

Senior Researcher

National Institute of Health Sciences
Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare
1-18-1 Kamiyoga

Setagaya-Ku

Tokyo 158-8501, JAPAN

Email: toyofuku@nihs.go.jp

LATVIA

Mr Dace Lauska

Ministry of Agriculture Veterinary and Food
Republikas Laukums 2

Riga LV 1981, LATVIA

NEW ZEALAND

Ms Cherie Flynn

Programme Manager

Policy

New Zealand Food Safety Authority
68-86 Jervois Quay

PO Box 2835

Wellington, NEW ZEALAND
Email:cherie.flynn@nzfsa.govt.nz




CX/FICS 05/14/3

Mr Glen Neal

Assistant Director

Food Service, Sale and Import

New Zealand Food Safety Authority
68-86 Jervois Quay

PO Box 2835

Wellington, NEW ZEALAND
Email: glen.neal@nzfsa.govt.nz

Dr Christopher Kebbell
Counsellor

Veterinary Services

New Zealand Embassy

Square de Meeus 1

B — 1000, Brussels, BELGIUM
Email: chris.kebbell@mfat.govt.nz

NORWAY

Mr Nils Baalsrud

Head of Section for Control Strategies and
Contingency Planning

Department of Operations Policy

Norwegian Food Safety Authority - Head Office
PO Box 383

Brumunddal N- 238, NORWAY

Email: nioab@mattilsynet.no

Ms Tone Matheson

Senior Adviser

Section for International and Legal Coordination
Department of Operations Policy

PO Box 383

Brumunddal N- 2381, NORWAY

Email: toema@mattilsynet.no

Mr Lennart Johannson

Ministry of Fisheries

PO Box 8118 Dep

NO-0032 Oslo, NORWAY

Email: lennart.johanson@fkd.dep.no

PARAGUAY

Ms Maria Amarilla

Embassy of Paraguay

Ave Loiuse 475

1050 Brussels

BELGIUM

Email: empor.amarilla@skynet.be

PHILIPPINES

Mr Gilberto Layese
Director

Bureau of Agriculture and Fisheries Product Standards

(BAFPS)

Department of Agriculture
BPI1 Compound

Visayas Avenue
DILIMAN

QUEZON CITY 1101
PHILIPPINES

Email: bafps@yahoo.com

POLAND

Ms Paulina Pacuska

Senior Inspector

General Veterinary Inspectorate
00-930 Warsaw

30 Wpolna Street

Warsaw, POLAND

Email: paulina.pacuska@wetgiw.gov.pl

SOUTH AFRICA

Dr Boitshoko Ntshabele

Manager

Food Safety and Quality Assurance
Department of Agriculture

Private Bag 250

0001 RSA Pretoria, SOUTH AFRICA
Email: BoitshokoN@nda.agric.za

SWITZERLAND

Dr Juerg Ruefenacht
Head

Border Inpsections Swiss Federal Veterinary Office

Bundesamt fur Veterinarwesen
Schwarzenburgstrasse 155

CH - 3003 Bern, SWITZERLAND
Email: juerg.ruefenacht@bvet.admin.ch

THAILAND

Ms Usa Bamrungbhuet

Standards Officer

Office of Commodity and System Standards
Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives
Rajdamnern Nok Avenue

Bangkok 10200, THAILAND

Email: usa@acfs.go.th

Ms. Chirlada Booncharoen

Standards Officer

Office of Commodity and System Standards
Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives
Rajdamnern Nok Avenue

Bangkok 10200, THAILAND

Email: chitr@hotmail.com

UNITED KINGDOM

Ms Sarah Appleby

Head

Imported Food Division

Food Standards Agency

Room 131 Aviation House

125 Kingsway

London WC2B 6 NNH, UK

Email: sarah.appleby@foodstandards.gsi.gov.uk

15



CX/FICS 05/14/3

UNITED STATES

Dr Catherine Carnevale

Director

International Affairs Staff

US Food and Drug Administration

Room 1B061 Wiley Building

5100 Paint Branch Parkway,

College Park MD 20816

Maryland 20740, USA

Email: Catherine.carnevale@cfsan.fda.gov

Ms Karen Stuck

Assistant Administrator

US Food and Drug Administration
Room 3143 South Building

1400 Independence Ave SW
Washington DC 20250, USA
Email: Karen_Stuck@fsis.usda.gov

Dr Mike Wehr

Codex Program Coordinator

US Food and Drug Administration
Room 1B003 Wiley Building

5100 Paint Branch Parkway,
College Park MD 20816

Maryland 20740, USA

Email: Michael.wehr@cfsan.fda.go

Mr Jack Mowbray

Senior Equivalence Officer

Office of International Affairs

USDA Food Safety and Inspection Service
Room 2/43 South Building

1400 Independence Avenue

Washington DC, USA

Email: John.mowbray@fsis.usda.gov

Ms Edith Kennard

Staff Officer

US Codex Office

US Food and Drug Administration
1400 Independence Avenue

Room 4861 South Building
Washington DC 20250, USA
Email: edith.kennard@fsis.usda.gov

Ms Daniella Taveau

Codex Officer

Codex Office

US Food and Drug Administration
Room 1B003 Wiley Building

5100 Paint Branch Parkway,

College Park MD 20816

Washington, USA

Email: daniella.taveau@cfsan.fda.gov

CODEX SECRETARIAT

Ms Annamaria Bruno

Food Standards Officer

FAO/WHO Joint Food Standards Programme
FAO

Viale Delle Terme de Caracalla

00100 Rome, ITALY

Email: annamaria.bruno@fao.org

THE GENERAL SECRETARIAT OF
COUNCIL OF EUROPEAN UNION

Mr Philip Landon

Administrator

The General Secretariat

of the Council of European Union

Rue de la Loi 175

Brussels, BELGIUM

Email: philip.landon@consilium.eu.int

OIE

Dr Francesco Berlingieri

Deputy Head

International Trade

OIE (World Organization for Animal Health)
12 Rue de Prony

Paris, FRANCE 75017

Email: f.berlingiere@oie.int

CONSUMERS INTERNATIONAL

Ms Barbara Gallani
Food Policy Advisor

16

THE

Consumers International Bureue Europeen Des Union

of Consommateurs

Avenue de Tervueren 36/4
B-1040 Brussels, BELGIUM
Email: B.Gallani@beuc.org



