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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The Twenty-ninth Session of the Codex Committee on General Principles reached the following conclusions:
Matters for adoption by the 38th Session of the Commission:
The Committee forwarded to the Commission the following amendments to the Procedural Manual for
adoption:
-

Its revised Terms of Reference (TORs) (Para. 41 and Appendix III);

-

Revised Procedures for the Elaboration of Codex Standards and Related Texts (Para. 49 and
Appendix IV).

Matters of interest to the Executive Committee and the Commission:
The Committee:
-

Agreed not to discuss Agenda Item 5 (Consistency of the Risk Analysis Texts across the Relevant
Committees) and agreed to consider this item at its next session based on a document that is to be
prepared by the Secretariat (Para. 12);

-

Agreed to forward the replies identifying activities of the Strategic Plan 2014-2019 to which the
Committee could contribute (Para. 27 and Appendix II) to the CCEXEC70 and CAC38 for consideration;

-

Held an open and free discussion on Agenda Item 6 (Codex Work Management and Functioning of the
Executive Committee) without taking any decision or making any recommendation on this matter or
searching for consensus (Paras 12 and 51-100).

Other matters of interest:
-

The Committee replied to CCMAS on the establishment of CODEX STAN 234-1999 as the single
reference on methods in Codex and the resulting changes in the procedures.
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INTRODUCTION
1.
The Codex Committee on General Principles (CCGP) held its Twenty-ninth Session in Paris, France,
from 9 to 13 March 2015 at the kind invitation of the Government of the French Republic. Professor Michel
Thibier (France) chaired the session. The session was attended by delegates representing 75 member
countries, one Member Organization, 14 international organizations, and FAO and WHO. A full list of
participants, including FAO and WHO and French and Codex Secretariats, is attached as Appendix I.
OPENING
2.
Dr Jean-Luc Angot, Deputy Director of the General Directorate for Food at the French Ministry of
Agriculture, Agrifood and Forestry - Chief Veterinary Officer of France, opened the Session and welcomed
the participants on behalf of the French Government. In his opening remarks, Dr Angot recalled that the first
Session of the Committee was held 50 years ago and during this time the Committee had made important
contributions to the work of Codex. A copy of Dr Angot’s opening remarks is presented in CRD8.
Division of Competence
3.
The Committee noted the division of competence between the European Union and its Member States,
according to paragraph 5, Rule II of the Procedure of the Codex Alimentarius Commission, as presented in
CRD1.
ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (Agenda Item 1)1
4.
The Codex Secretariat noted that no document had been prepared for Agenda Item 5 “Consistency of
risk analysis texts” and proposed to remove this item from the Agenda of this session.
5.
The Delegation of Costa Rica, as regional coordinator for the Latin America and Caribbean (LAC)
region, recalled that at the last CCLAC meeting the need to resolve the differences among the risk analysis
texts developed by various committees and the importance of the CCGP work on the consistency of risk
analysis texts had been highlighted (REP15/LAC para. 64). The delegation also highlighted the importance
of discussing this matter at the next session of CCGP because of the mandate given on this matter by
CAC35 and as agreed by CCGP28. This position was supported by several countries of the LAC region
present at the session.
6.
The Committee agreed not to discuss Agenda Item 5 and agreed to consider this item at its next
session based on a document prepared by the Secretariat.
7.
The Delegations of Brazil, Colombia and Costa Rica stated that they opposed the discussion of
Agenda Item 6 “Codex Work Management and Functioning of the Executive Committee” at this session
because the late availability of CX/GP 15/29/6 had not had allowed adequate time to fully consider the
document and develop positions. They noted that the provisions in the Procedural Manual regarding the
timely availability of documents needed to be respected. This position was supported by the delegations of
Cuba, El Salvador, Panama, Paraguay, Trinidad and Tobago and Uruguay.
8.
Other delegations, while acknowledging the late availability of CX/GP 15/29/6, were of the opinion that
it was important for the Committee to retain Item 6 in the Agenda of the session and to have a fruitful
discussion on this very important matter. They noted that CCGP29 had previously been scheduled for 2016
and had been convened this year at the request of CAC37 to specifically consider this matter (REP14/CAC
para. 103). They noted that omission of any discussion of Agenda Item 6 at the present session would waste
the considerable amount of resources that countries have invested to participate in this session.
9.
The Committee agreed to the proposal of the Chairperson to have an open and free discussion on
Agenda Item 6 but without taking any decisions nor making any recommendations nor referring any text to
other committees or the Commission, and that the discussion on this agenda item would be reflected in the
report of the session.
10. The Committee noted that following the request of CAC37 the same working document has been
included in the provisional agenda of CAC38.
11. The Delegations of Brazil, Colombia and Costa Rica expressed their reservation on the decision to
keep Agenda Item 6 in the agenda of the session for the reasons stated above.

1
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Conclusion
12. The Committee agreed to adopt the provisional agenda as the agenda for the session, with exclusion
of Agenda Item 5 that will be considered at the next session. With regard to Agenda Item 6, the Committee
agreed to have a preliminary discussion without taking any decision or making any recommendation on this
matter or searching for consensus.
MATTERS REFERRED TO THE COMMITTEE (Agenda Item 2)2
13. The Committee noted that several matters were submitted to it for information and that the decision of
CAC37 related to the proposed amendments to the Terms of Reference of CCGP, to Procedures for the
Elaboration of Codex Standards and Related Texts and to the Codex Work Management and Functioning of
the Executive Committee would be discussed under Agenda Item 3, 4 and 6 respectively.
Codex Strategic Plan 2014-2019
14. The Committee agreed to consider this matter on the basis of a proposal, prepared by the CCGP and
Codex Secretariats (CRD6).
General Comments
15. The Committee noted that the purpose of the questionnaire was to identify activities of the Strategic
Plan 2014-2019 to which the Committee could contribute and that the replies of the Committee should be
based on its current work.
16. The Committee agreed with a number of proposed replies and commented and made decisions on the
other proposals as follows.
Activities 1.2.1 and 1.2.2
17. Delegations commented that CCGP, in contrast to technical Committees, was not directly using the
scientific advice of FAO and WHO and that the contribution of the Committee to the implementation of the
Strategic Plan’s activities was not quantifiable in accordance with the indicators identified in the Strategic
Plan. The Committee agreed that for a number of activities it was thus not possible to categorically respond
that the activities were or were not relevant to the work of CCGP.
18. For activity 1.1.1, the Committee clarified that the criteria laid down in the Procedural Manual in its
work were used in its work.
Activity 2.1.2
19. Delegations highlighted the importance to engage academia and scientific institutions in the work of
Codex.
Activity 2.1.3
20. The Committee further clarified the response by adding a paragraph which emphasised that CCGP
could only take into account in its work legitimate factors relevant to the health of consumers and the
promotion of fair practices in food trade.
Activities 3.1.5
21. Delegations were of the view that all efforts should be made to promote and encourage the use of all
Codex official languages, including in working groups, as this would allow more delegations to participate
actively and effectively in the work of Codex. In this regard it was mentioned that CCLAC had discussed the
use of a translation platform as a means to facilitate participation of members in Electronic Working Group
(EWG).
22. It was also commented that the use of all official Codex languages and to present all information
related to working groups more systematically and more user-friendly would facilitate the work of Codex
members and in particular the Codex Contact Points. It was further noted that there was a need to limit the
number of WGs as their proliferation could result in a burden to Codex members. The importance of
implementing procedures laid down in the Procedural Manual concerning the timely availability of documents
was also emphasised.
23. Delegations expressed concerns that the proposed reply, indicating co-chairing as a way to improve
the current situation, might imply an obligation for co-chairing countries to provide for translation in other
2

CX/GP 15/29/2, CX/GP 15/29/2-Add.1; Comments of Chile, Egypt, El Salvador, European Union, Ghana, Kenya
(CRD 2); Philippines (CRD5); Mali (CRD7); Tanzania (CRD9); Codex Strategic Plan 2014-2015 – Draft reply to the
questionnaire, prepared by the CCGP and Codex Secretariats (CRD6).
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languages. Therefore, the Committee clarified that co-chairing was only an example that could assist in
providing translations.
24. With regards to participation in Codex meetings, a number of delegations expressed concerns as to
the difficulties of African countries to obtain visas to participate in some Codex sessions and wished to draw
the attention of the Commission to this issue. The Committee noted that Strategic Goal 3 “Facilitate the
effective participation of all Codex Members” included several other activities which contributed to improve
participation in Codex work and that the issuance of visas was not the direct responsibility of Codex
committees.
Activity 4.1.5
25. The Committee noted that CCGP, meeting only in alternate years, could not make a firm commitment
to have Physical Working Group (PWG) meetings taking place only in conjunction with its sessions. The
reply was amended accordingly.
Activity 4.2.1
26. The Committee amended the reply to recognise that CCGP had recently had difficulties to reach
consensus and included a new response to the question on what more could be done to reach consensus.
Conclusion
27. The Committee agreed to forward the replies (Appendix II) to CCEXEC70 and CAC38 for
consideration.
Matters from CCMAS36
Annex on Practical examples to the proposed draft Principles for the Use of Sampling and Testing in
International Food Trade (CAC/GL 83-2013)3
28.

The Committee noted that this matter had been referred to the FAO and WHO Legal offices.

Review and Update of Methods in Recommended Methods of Analysis and Sampling (CODEX STAN 2341999)4
29. The Committee agreed to reply to CCMAS that the amendment to the Procedural Manual to indicate a
single reference for methods of analysis was possible but that CCMAS should prepare the proposed
amendments for endorsement after completion of the work on the revision of CODEX STAN 234-1999.
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE TERMS OF REFERENCE OF CCGP (Agenda Item 3)5
30. The Committee recalled that CCGP28 had forwarded a simplification of its Terms of Reference (TORs)
to CAC37 for adoption. CAC37 had referred the text back to CCGP for further consideration together with an
alternative text proposed by the Representatives of FAO and WHO. The Committee had further noted in its
report that there was no intention to expand its authority in the revised TORs (REP14/GP para. 43).
31. The Committee noted editorial corrections to the document (deletion of the first four words of the text
proposed by FAO/WHO and replacing in the Spanish version the term “in particular” with “incluyendo”.
Discussion
32. A number of delegations supported the text proposed by FAO and WHO, noting that the proposed
wording “review or endorsement” better reflected the current practice of the Commission to handle texts to
be endorsed by CCGP in the years when the CCGP did not meet.
33. Other delegations proposed to retain only the introductory paragraph of the text proposed by FAO and
WHO, as in their view the examples in the two bullet points were unnecessary and could limit the work of
CCGP in the future. They noted that the original reason for amending the TORs was to remove the list of
examples of past work. The objective had not been to change the mandate of the Committee.
34. Other delegations supported the text proposed by CCGP28, which in their view better reflected the
current work of the Committee.

3

REP15/MAS par. 101-112.
REP15/MAS par. 101-112.
5
CX/GP 15/29/3, CX/GP 15/29/2-Add.1; Comments of Egypt, El Salvador, European Union, Ghana, India, Kenya,
Nigeria, Senegal, Thailand, (CRD3); Philippines (CRD5); Tanzania (CRD9).
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35. The Representative of WHO observed that CCGP had effectively carried out the tasks assigned to it
by the Commission under the current TORs and that these had allowed for a high degree of flexibility and
freedom in the way the Commission handled subject matters of varying character and various degrees of
complexity. The TORs proposed by CCGP28 would imply a clear departure from the current TORs, resulting
in particular from the establishment of direct referral links with other subsidiary bodies; reduced authority of
the Commission to handle general or procedural matters without consulting CCGP where appropriate; and
possible self-tasking of CCGP through initiation of new work without explicit approval by the Commission.
36. The Representative further observed that the past work of CCGP had been very broad and had not
been limited to the Procedural Manual, a publication whose content was a mixture of rules, decisions,
statements and information. The Representative finally stressed that the unique nature of CCGP had over
the decades successfully assisted the Commission, working in tandem, to adapt the whole Codex system to
the emerging challenges in a timely manner.
37. In response to a query, it was confirmed that the proposed TORs allowed CCGP to continue to make
proposals to CAC for new work and that CCGP can continue its current way of working. It was further
confirmed that the proposed TORs were not substantially different from the existing TORs and that the
change was only a replacement of the specific examples with more general ones.
38. Several Spanish-speaking delegations expressed concern with regard to the Spanish translation of the
term “endorsement” with “ratificación” as it could be interpreted as adoption. The Secretariat explained that
the term endorsement (“ratificación”) was used throughout Codex when referring to the function of horizontal
committees reviewing provisions of their competence in commodity standards and that the CAC is the only
body with authority to adopt Codex texts.
39. The Committee agreed to include the words “and recommendation” in the second bullet to better
reflect the work of the Committee.
40. The FAO Representative shared her view that the chapeau of the proposed language covers the
remainder of the revised text.
Conclusion
41.

The Committee agreed to forward the revised TORs to CAC38 for adoption (Appendix III).

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE PROCEDURES FOR THE ELABORATION OF CODEX
STANDARDS AND RELATED TEXTS (Agenda Item 4)6
42. The Secretariat recalled that CAC37 had returned to the CCGP for review the proposed amendments
to the Procedures for the Elaboration of Codex Standards and Related Texts to the CCGP.
Discussion
43. A number of delegations were not in favour of the proposed amendments as they were of the opinion
that problems related to the coordination between committees were more related to not sufficiently applying
existing procedures rather than to missing procedures. It was also pointed out that the word “ongoing” in the
proposed amendment was not clear and could be interpreted differently; leading to confusion as considering
ongoing work might prejudge the outcome of negotiations. It was further cautioned that the amendments
should not impose a heavy burden on proponents of new work to have to scan all ongoing Codex work.
44. Other delegations supported the amendments, which in their view would increase the transparency
and effectiveness of any forthcoming proposals to undertake new work, especially as regards timely
coordination between commodity and general subject committees.
45. Some delegations supported only the amendment to para.1, while others favoured the amendment to
para.3.
46. The Secretariat clarified that “ongoing work” referred to work that is in the Codex step procedure and
did not prejudge the outcome of the negotiations. The Secretariat further noted that the proposed
amendments dealt with:
- An additional requirement to consider other ongoing Codex work in the project document (additional
text to para. 1); and
- Additional guidance on the need for coordination of work across subsidiary bodies in the Critical
Review of new work proposals (new bullet to para. 3).
6

CX/15/29/4; Comments of Brazil, Colombia, Costa Rica, Egypt, El Salvador, European Union, Ghana, India, Kenya,
Nigeria, Norway, Senegal, Thailand, USA (CRD4); Philippines (CRD5); Mali (CRD7); Tanzania (CRD9).
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47. With regard to the additional requirement in project documents, the Secretariat noted that it was
usually a committee drafting a project document and that the Secretariat was able to assist collecting part of
the required information.
48. The Delegation of Brazil stated that given the explanations and in a spirit of compromise they could
live with the proposed amendments.
Conclusion
49.

The Committee agreed to forward the proposed amendments to CAC38 for adoption (Appendix IV).

50. The Committee noted the reservations of Argentina, Paraguay and Uruguay to the addition to para.1
and the reservation of Brazil and Costa Rica to the additions to both paras 1 and 3.
CONSISTENCY OF THE RISK ANALYSIS TEXTS ACROSS THE RELEVANT COMMITTEES (Agenda
Item 5)7
(See Agenda Item 1)
CODEX WORK
(Agenda Item 6)8

MANAGEMENT

AND

FUNCTIONING

OF

THE

EXECUTIVE

COMMITTEE

51. The Secretariat introduced the documents, explaining that they were not to be understood as a strict
proposal, but rather as a set of reflections by the Secretariat, FAO and WHO, with the aim of stimulating
discussion. It was explained that the documents, which will also be considered at CCEXEC70 and CAC38,
took the 42 recommendations of the 2002 Evaluation as its starting point, with recommendations 1-31
specifically considered in the first document (CX/GP 15/29/6). The Secretariat informed the Committee it had
identified five areas of possible improvement, which were presented in Section 3 of the document. The
Committee noted that the second document (CX/GP 15/29/6 Add.1), covering those recommendations
related mainly to the scientific advice provided by FAO and WHO, had been prepared mainly for information
purposes.
52. The Chairperson re-iterated the decision taken at the adoption of the agenda, which stated that no
conclusions or decisions or recommendations would be taken due to the late distribution of document.
53.

The Committee considered the document as follows.

General observations
54.

Delegations expressed their appreciation for the document and the important topics it addressed.

55.

Delegations made the following observations:
- The late distribution of the document had not given members sufficient time for preparation and
prevents the Committee from making any conclusions;
- The document is a good start for a global evaluation of the effectiveness, inclusiveness and
transparency of Codex;
- The document is very dense and contains a number of elements that raise serious concern;
- The document contains a number of areas consistent with the Codex Strategic Plan and further
development should focus on practical recommendations which support the Strategic Plan;
- FAO/WHO Coordinating committees could be ideal fora for consideration of this document;
- The discussion in CCGP should focus on what has prevented the Codex from working efficiently;
- A number of recommendations of the 2002 Evaluation were not accepted by CAC25 and CAC26.
The reason for their rejection remained valid and they should not be revisited as this wastes
resources and is divisive;
- This provides a welcome opportunity to challenge our current thinking and shows what might be
possible;
- This is an opportunity for improving strategic focus and effectiveness of Codex;

7

CX/GP15/29/5 (NOT ISSUED); Comments of Mali (CRD5).
CX/GP 15/29/6; CX/GP 15/29/6 Add.1; Comments of Australia, Costa Rica, India, Japan, New Zealand (CX/GP
15/29/6-Add.2); Brazil, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, European Union, Ghana, Guinea, United States of America,
IFAH (CX/GP 15/29/6-Add.3); Philippines (CRD5); Mali (CRD7); Tanzania (CRD9).
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- The overall objective should be that Codex continues to be the leading food safety standards setting
body.
Mandate and Priorities (3.1)
56. The Codex Secretariat explained that the proposals related to this area addressed: examining the
amount of Codex resources spent on health-related vs. other work (3.1.1); evaluating the use made and the
impact of Codex standards (3.1.2); and developing mechanisms to strategically identify and include
emerging issues in the Codex work programme (3.1.3). The Secretariat indicated that especially 3.1.2 might
necessitate an external evaluation.
57.

Delegations made the following observations:
- A study of resources spent by Codex based on a division between health-related and other work
could be difficult to perform, as outcomes very often reflect the dual mandate of Codex;
- While the protection of the health of consumers is given a high priority in Codex work, ensuring fair
practices in the food trade is also important, especially for developing countries;
- Food safety work should always be based on sound science and scientific analysis and consider
legitimate factors relevant to the mandate of Codex in consistency with the Procedural Manual;
- Although an external evaluation on the impact of Codex work could be useful, its cost-benefit ratio
should be carefully considered because of the potentially high costs;
- An evaluation of the role of Codex standards could provide useful insights and might feed into
proposal 3.1.3, but is maybe not an issue of highest priority, especially if done externally and thereby
using up the limited resources of Codex;
- Any such evaluation should not prevent Codex from starting work where progress is possible;
- Any impact evaluation should be conducted only after careful and transparent reflection on the
indicators to be used, in order to avoid the exercise becoming a simple quantification of standards
approved in various Codex committees;
- The Codex Strategic Plan already requires committees to implement a systematic approach for
identification of emerging issues;
- The Commission could benefit from adopting a reflection on emerging issues as a standing item on
its agenda;
- The development of a document, as the one developed by CCFICS in the context of the Codex 50th
anniversary identifying emerging issues, could assist other committees to have a more strategic
approach to their work;
- An analysis on the impact of Codex standards could give direction to Codex work;
- Studies on the use of Codex work could assist in the allocation of resources to the activities of Codex;
- A questionnaire could be developed to collect information on the use of Codex standards.

58. The Representative of FAO provided information on their work on emerging food safety issues. The
FAO Committee on Agriculture and the FAO Council at the end of 2014 had called on FAO to strengthen its
efforts to systematically identify emerging food safety issues in order to facilitate preparedness by FAO
Member Countries. In this context FAO is preparing itself to better contribute to global food safety foresight
and to strengthen the capacities of countries to understand, and appropriately apply, foresight methodologies
as they deem fit. This dovetails nicely into ongoing discussions on the revitalization of Regional FAO/WHO
Coordinating Committees where there is interest in using these meetings as an occasion to identify emerging
issues of relevance to Codex. The Representative underlined her interest in exchanging views with Members
on how this work of FAO/WHO could support a forward-looking Codex.
59. The Representative of WHO observed that there were currently no evidence-based indicators for the
proportion of Codex resources being used to food safety versus non-food safety matters. If such indicators or
proxy estimates could be developed and measured without heavy machinery, they could usefully assist in
regular consultations between WHO and FAO on the share of the Codex budget by the two parent bodies,
among others, and ultimately in sustaining WHO’s financial contribution to the Codex programme at an
appropriate level.
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Management of the Codex Programme and links to FAO/WHO (3.2)
60. The Codex Secretariat explained that the 2002 Evaluation had made recommendations concerning
the interaction between Codex and FAO and WHO which related to autonomy and visibility. Those
recommendations had been implemented.
61. The Codex Secretariat explained that the proposals related to this area addressed: relation of Codex
and FAO and WHO governing bodies, policies and strategies (3.2.1); the need for a transparent and
predictable budget planning process (3.2.2); modalities for FAO and WHO inputs to Codex work (3.2.3); and
the process for Observer applications (3.2.4).
62. The Secretariat clarified that proposal 3.2.1 addressed both ways of communication between Codex
and FAO and WHO: how Codex could be more visible and give input and how the strategies of FAO and
WHO could influence and guide the work of Codex.
63.

Delegations made the following observations:
- The Codex Secretariat and FAO and WHO are well placed to follow up with the recommendation on
the management of Codex;
- FAO and WHO play an important role in the work of Codex;
- Codex should continue to be a member-driven organization and is supported by the scientific advice
provided by FAO and WHO in its standard setting work;
- Codex should continue to maintain its independence;
- Communication between Codex and FAO and WHO should be two-way;
- There is no need to reopen the discussion on Codex autonomy as this topic had already been
thoroughly debated and implemented;
- There is a need to clarify which strategic and policy guidance of FAO and WHO is relevant to Codex
work and how it could be taken into account;
- Mechanisms were already in place to allow FAO and WHO to provide timely inputs to the work of
Codex as they are;
- There is a need to strengthen the coordination between delegates attending Codex, FAO and WHO
at the national level;
- The “business plan” which links the Codex budget with the Strategic Plan should be revisited as it
could help to improve budget transparency and provide justification for provision of funding by FAO
and WHO; the plan could also assist in identifying the percentage of resources allocated to health
and trade related work;
- Information on budget is provided too late to enable countries to advocate for funding in the
governing bodies.

64. The Representative of WHO observed that Codex was not very visible within the WHO governing
bodies, namely the World Health Assembly (WHA) and the Executive Board, in the latter of which only
JECFA, neither Codex nor other scientific bodies, was included in the agenda as a standing item. Article 5 of
the Statutes of the Codex Alimentarius Commission, on the basis of which Codex could gain due visibility in
and desirable interactions with WHO governing bodies, had not been used for a long time, and in order to
reactivate and put into practice what was implied by the provisions of Article 5, the Commission would have
to make an explicit decision and draw the attention of the Director General of WHO to it. More intimate
relations between the Commission and the governing bodies of WHO would be beneficial to ensure smooth
operation of the Codex programme, including for the biennial budgeting process.
65. The Representative further clarified that Codex, as a subsidiary body of FAO and WHO and not
withstanding certain autonomy it was enjoying in its standard setting work, was legally anchored to the
parent organizations. The work of WHO was guided by the resolutions of the WHA and by the strategies and
policies developed under the guidance of Member States. Consequently, the standards, guidelines and other
recommendations developed by Codex should not contradict but should support, or at least be in line with,
WHO resolutions and other adopted policies.
66. In relation to the Review process followed for observer application (point 3.2.4), the Representative of
WHO pointed out that the Member States of an international intergovernmental organization such as WHO
were increasingly keen to exercise direct scrutiny over the relations such an organization entertains with
non-State actors. The current mechanisms involving the Executive Committee in the review of observer
applications had actually been put in place to address such desire. The Representative invited member
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countries to provide their views on what they saw as most appropriate as procedures for managing
observers in Codex.
67. The Representative of FAO noted that in contrast to the situation with WHO, Codex was frequently
mentioned at FAO governing bodies. It was none-the-less important to maintain efforts to ensure a high level
of interest and awareness of Codex and related work in the governing bodies. The Representative
highlighted that there was a side event at the upcoming 151st Session of the FAO Council (23-27 March
2015) that would include a feature on the work of Codex, IPPC and related capacity development.
68. The Representative of FAO further noted that several delegates expressed confusion about the need
for proposal 3.2.3 (Explore the best modalities to incorporate FAO and WHO input to Codex work at different
levels) given that they considered that the modalities already existed. The Representative pointed out that,
while mechanisms might exist for FAO/WHO input, it was clear that Codex members were unaware of the
challenges faced by the Organizations to actually provide input. The Representative gave the example of
participation in Working Groups while FAO had important information to contribute to most of these, the large
number of Working Groups impeded their engagement. The Representative regretted that the time available
during the CAC to discuss FAO/WHO matters relevant to the work of the CAC was often too limited to allow
the membership to have a good appreciation of such issues.
Strategic governance within Codex - “Executive Board” (3.3)
69. The Codex Secretariat introduced its reflections on replacing the CCEXEC with a smaller structure
(“Executive board” (CX-EB)) noting that different ways might be possible to improve the strategic and
managerial advice to Codex and that the following premises had been assumed when they developed the
following ideas:
- The Commission should be strategically supported by a smaller body that acts in the interest of the
Commission as a whole to give strategic and managerial advice;
- The structure and ways of working of the present Executive Committee do not seem to facilitate
fulfilling the strategic and managerial functions expected of it but rather replicate the Commission;
- There is also often a confusion of the distinct roles of members and coordinators since the
coordinators became full members. This enlargement has led to clarification being provided on the
application of Rule V.1.
70. The Secretariat explained that the 2002 Evaluation proposed an executive board, however, the
Commission did not agree with this at the time. The proposal may have not been sufficiently developed and
may also have seemed too radical. It may merit reconsideration today in light of experience gained.
71. The Secretariat noted that positive work had been done in the CCEXEC and especially in
subcommittees and the group of Chair and vice-Chairpersons.
72.

Delegations made the following observations:
- Inclusiveness, transparency and efficiency are fundamental to Codex work. A reduced board would
reduce transparency and inclusiveness;
- Limited reporting and language coverage could also be a problem in any such executive board;
- An executive board might entail more costs;
- The proposal for an executive board was extensively discussed in the follow-up to the 2002
evaluation and not agreed on and the reasons are still valid today;
- There is not enough justification to change the structure of the CCEXEC;
- It is important to give further consideration to an executive function for Codex with the goal to
maximise the capacity for Codex to deliver. At this point it is not necessary to determine the exact
shape of the executive function. At this stage it is more useful to define the primary purpose of such
an executive function and to agree on a set of principles that would guide it in its work; steps should
be taken to ensure inclusiveness, transparency and balance in the composition of any such
executive body;
- Advisors are important to the members;
- Procedures of Codex, when applied correctly, will ensure proper strategic management;
- The way of working of the CCEXEC should be considered and it is more important to improve the
functioning rather than to change the structure;
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- The election mechanism is very important as the coordinator is chosen by the region and not by the
whole Commission, which ensures that the regions have appropriate influence;
- The implications of modifying the CCEXEC need to be considered;
- The objective of Codex is to implement its strategic plan in accordance with the Procedural manual;
- The originality of Codex should be maintained;
- Codex might benefit from a step by step approach by first considering the primary purpose of any
such executive function and then look at what would be the changes and what the objectives of the
changes would be. This to be able in the future to look back and review if the intentions are met;
- Before changing the structure we need to define what we want to improve;
- The current strategic plan should be implemented before considering changing the CCEXEC;
- There could be merit in a clear and objective evidence based review;
- Areas for improvement should be identified within the scope of the priorities of the strategic plan. The
replacement of the CCEXEC with a CX/EB is only one option. At the moment there is not enough
information on how the proposal would enhance the standard setting process;
- Codex should address issues of strategic governance; the present structure has resulted in
duplication of discussions of the Commission in the CCEXEC;
- The selection of advisors is not transparent. The incorporation of coordinators as full members of the
CCEXEC created a problem for election of vice-Chairpersons and role confusion. Some issues may
be resolved pragmatically without structural change;
- The CCEXEC seems to duplicate CAC discussions and sometimes to prepare them. A revisited
CCEXEC should be supportive to the maximum, transparent, operational and not political;
- More time is needed for ideas to mature as well as for rigorous analysis as there are some sensitive
and controversial subjects;
- Fewer delegates in an Executive Board are expected to move quicker. Should big regions be
represented by the same number of people than smaller regions?
- If Codex wants to be the preeminent world food standards body then it needs to continue the
discussion on governance. More in depth discussion could be held in a working group. Experiences
of present and previous members of the CCEXEC could be sought;
- A board should have a clear action plan;
- Codex should always attempt to modernise itself;
- Many things can be improved with regards to the implementation of the executive function: the
criteria for conducting the standards management and critical review should be reviewed and
institutionalised; creation of a standards development plan; and budget planning;
- One of the biggest problems is that members of the CCEXEC should act on behalf of the
Commission as a whole and thus they need to part from national and regional positions.
73. The Representative of WHO stated that in relation to the governance of Codex, analyses could be
conducted not only on the positive effects of annual sessions of the Commission but also on their negative
repercussions. These could include: the imperative to squeeze the meetings of subsidiary bodies into a
window of 8 months every year given that no Codex sessions could be held during the two months prior to
and following a Commission session in order to ensure reporting and interaction between Codex bodies; the
time limitation imposed on governance or strategy-related projects (evaluations, analyses etc.) that could not
exceed the one-year cycle of the Commission for their implementation; permanent workload on the Codex
Secretariat; and consequential, structural delays in document translation and distribution. The Commission
should therefore take all elements carefully into consideration when deciding on the adequate interval
between two consecutive sessions. The possibility might exist to consider assigning a two-year period to
certain projects requiring ample time for implementation.
74. The Representative also indicated that there might be ways to boost the executive function of the
Executive Committee by scheduling a very short (half-day) meeting of the Executive Committee immediately
after each regular Commission session, in order that the Executive Committee, after the election of its
members at the said session of the Commission, could immediately act on the Commission's key instructions
to the Executive Committee, including through the establishment of sub-committees provided for under Rule
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V.4 of the Rules of Procedure. To make a more effective use of sub-committees, the Executive Committee
might benefit from an enlarged membership.
Structure of Codex Subsidiary Bodies (3.4)
75. The Codex Secretariat informed the Committee that the document did not analyse in detail the
implementation of the recommendations of the evaluation of the committees (2005 Evaluation), which had
followed the 2002 Evaluation. The Secretariat noted that the 2005 Evaluation contained some radical
proposals, such as a “Super commodity committee” and that some recommendations had been implemented
while others had not. Overall the implementation of the 2005 Evaluation had not resulted in big changes in
the structure and the ways committees were working.
76. The Secretariat explained that proposal 3.4.1 proposes to analyse whether the Codex structure could
be improved, in particular for commodity committees. The mention of the super commodity committee did not
intend to combine all commodities in one committee but to see if there was merit in a body that would take
on a coordination role over all commodity work especially given that many had adjourned and new work
might become necessary that could be done in a quick and flexible way i.e. through working groups. This
could decrease the overall number of subsidiary bodies and lighten the coordination work of the Commission.
He further said that it could also be envisaged to examine if the format of Codex commodity standards was
still adequate or if it could be simplified (i.e. no work on sizing for fresh fruits and vegetables).
77. The Secretariat further clarified that the reference to the Committee on Spices and Culinary Herbs
(CCSCH), had been used as an example of a recommendation which had not been implemented and noted
that the decision of CAC36 to establish the CCSCH had been unanimous.
78. The Representative of WHO pointed out that there was an inevitable link between the number of
Codex subsidiary bodies and the number of Codex sessions per year including those of Working Groups.
The more subsidiary bodies Codex has, the more meetings were likely to be convened, putting greater strain
on Members to effectively participate in Codex work. The Representative further stated that an increased
number of subsidiary bodies implied that the field of expertise covered by one body would be narrower, and
the risk would be greater for a subsidiary body meeting not being able to reach the quorum required by the
Rules of Procedure.
79. In response to the enquiry from one delegation on the need for a Task Force on Nanotechnology, The
Representative of FAO noted that FAO and WHO had held an expert meeting on the food safety implications
of nanotechnologies applied to foods in 20099 and continue to track new information in this regard. There
has so far been no need to establish a Task Force: issues that have arisen, such as nano-sized food
additives, have been dealt with by existing Codex bodies.
80.

Delegations made the following observations:
- Codex should focus on a way forward rather than revisiting previous decisions; The reason for
rejecting some proposals of the 2005 Evaluation seem still valid, therefore it does not seem
appropriate to reopen discussion on these proposals;
- The recommendation of the 2002 Evaluation to establish a standard management committee could
be revisited now as the situation has changed (e.g. the number of commodities committees has
decreased) to deal with emerging issues e.g. food loss and waste;
- The creation of new committees creates an additional burden for Members to participate in the work
of the new bodies;
- The proposal of a super commodity committee could be further elaborated;
- Consideration should be given to the efficiency of committees’ work, i.e. how to optimise outputs for
a given level of resources, rather than the revision of their structure or the establishment of new
committees;
- The Procedural Manual contains detailed provisions which, together with the CCEXEC Critical
Review, can guide the work of the committees;
- The life span of subsidiary bodies should be shortened and Task Forces should be established to
deal with new and emerging issues.

Efficiency of Committee Work (3.5)
81.
9

Delegations considered each of the six proposals related to this area.

http://www.fao.org/docrep/018/i3281e/i3281e.pdf
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Review of the way Codex reports are draft and the use made of current audio recording (3.5.1)
82. The Codex Secretariat explained that written reports of meetings would continue to be adopted in
accordance with Rule X of the Rules of Procedure as the record of meetings. The proposed use of audio
recordings would supplement the short and output oriented meeting reports with audio recordings of the
plenary discussion to reduce translation costs, free up secretariat time, and to address the need of readers
who cannot attend a session to better appreciate the debate. The Secretariat noted that audio recordings of
the Commission and CCEXEC sessions were posted on the Codex website, but that the use made of these
and the more general interest in audio recordings should be reviewed.
83.

Delegations made the following observations:
- The reports, as currently drafted, are generally of high quality and adequately informative; they are of
great importance for preparing for the meeting as they include the essential aspects of the
discussion and serve the Members who cannot attend the meetings;
- It is important that reports do not only focus on conclusions but also reflect the discussion;
- Any further shortening of the report does not necessarily result in more time for discussions;
- While shorter reports can reduce the work load of Committee meetings, it is important that they
continue to be understandable to Codex stakeholders in order to ensure the transparency of the
Codex process;
- Reports have developed through the years; as currently drafted they comply with Rule X.1 of the
Rule and Procedure of the Codex Alimentarius Commission, i.e. “..a report embodying its view,
recommendations and conclusions, including when requested a statement of minority views.”
- Listening to a raw audio recording is time consuming; if used, the recordings should be edited, easy
to use, and accessible, in particular for developing countries;
- Audio recordings may have cost implications and legal restrictions, and may alter the dynamic of the
discussion, including consensus building;
- Audio recordings could supplement written reports but not replace them, and could help to better
understand the discussions;
- Codex Committee meetings have the status of inter-governmental meetings of FAO and WHO. As
such, the meetings enjoy privileges and immunities that guarantee their independence and intergovernmental character. Requirements stemming from national laws, including those regarding
intellectual property rights, privacy and IT security, could raise issues that would need to be resolved
in a manner consistent with the status of Codex meetings;
- Audio recordings can influence the nature of the debate, affect the consensus building process,
complicate the process and may not increase its transparency;
- Consideration should also be given to video recording of conferences;
- The current practice of not naming the delegations in the report is a lack of transparency.

Propose to simplify the present 8-Step procedure to have only 5 steps (3.5.2)
84. The Secretariat stated that the present procedures on the 8-Step and Accelerated Procedure were
complex and difficult to understand, and that nothing would be lost by simplifying them to 5 steps: new work
would be approved at Step 1, drafted at Step 2, circulated for a first round of comments at Step 3 and
discussion at Step 4. If redrafting was needed the work could be returned to Step 2, otherwise it would be
forwarded to the Commission for final adoption at Step 5.
85. The Secretariat stressed that complicated procedures made participation in Codex more difficult for
new participants and even now there was confusion within Codex on the difference between the
“Accelerated Procedure” (5-Step procedure finishing at Step 5A) and the adoption of standards at Step 5/8,
with the omission of Steps 6 and 7, where the former was rarely used.
86. The Representative of WHO provided further clarification that the Codex Commission and its
subsidiary bodies were empowered to assign different Steps in the Step Procedure to different sections of a
draft standard, including maintaining a text at the same Step or returning to a previous Step. Combined with
the use of square brackets to mark certain parts of text, the Codex system was enjoying full flexibility in
conducting standard development. The possible elimination of Steps 6 and 7, the advancement to which
were procedurally equivalent to returning to Steps 3 and 4, would have no consequences to the openness,
transparency and inclusiveness of Codex.
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Delegations made the following observations:
- Often countries want drafts to go forward quickly, but sometimes it is better to proceed more slowly,
so that all countries are given the opportunity to feed into the standard preparation process;
- There is no apparent benefit from a simplified procedure and not much difference with the current
one, which has the advantage to allow for more time to consider key outstanding issues that require
more discussion and to take decision more swiftly;
- More attention can be given to the drafting of discussion papers which will lessen the need for
redrafting during the Step process;
- If the procedures would be simplified, there should be clear rules regarding the square bracketing of
texts that are sent back for redrafting, otherwise there is a risk that the drafting process would be go
on endlessly;
- More reflection is needed before considering a simplification of the Step procedure; it would be wise
to look at past standard preparation processes, and analyse whether any of them would have had a
different outcome in a 5-Step procedure;
- The present system with adoption at either Step 5/8 or 8 gives committees room for negotiation and
more flexibility in managing their agenda; it also allows for more thorough discussion before sending
a document for adoption;
- Adoption at Step 5/8 is predominantly used today. This could be made the normal rule with the
possibility for extending to Steps 6 and 7 where necessary.

88. The Representative of WHO further stated that the current 8-Step procedure was needed in 1960s
where there was neither fax nor internet and where communication with and consultation between members
were exclusively through time-consuming document dispatch by postal mail and physical meetings of
Committees. Today, prompt document dispatch by posting on website and by email, together with the use of
electronic and physical working groups convened prior to Step 3 or at Step 4, increased greatly the
opportunities for member countries to analyse text under development and interact with each other. For
these reasons, Steps 6 and 7, rendered obsolete, were actually skipped in many cases. Another approach to
simplifying the procedures might be to eliminate the Accelerated Procedure, which was rarely used and was
not necessarily yielding speedier standard development compared to the normal procedure.
89. The Representative of FAO noted the caution that had already been raised by several delegations in
relation to risk of re-opening issues that were agreed when standards are sent back in the Step procedure.
This was indeed a real risk that has already been encountered in the past, as highlighted by the Secretariat;
it would be important that reports clearly record the scope of the "re-discussion".
Continue striving for consensus and examine to what extent voting could assist Codex in case of blockages
without being divisive (3.5.3)
90. The Secretariat introduced the item stating that it was clear that consensus should be the main way of
taking decisions in Codex using all possible tools such as facilitation, mediation etc. as well as considering
any new ways for consensus building. In this regard he recalled that in previous discussions on defining
consensus it had been considered that the main task of consensus building lies with the Codex chairs and
that a strict definition of consensus might constrain the Chairs’ flexibility in managing the debate. The
Secretariat said further that workshops for Codex chairs continued to be organized and were seen as useful
to ensure equivalent application of rules and guidelines while allowing for flexibility in the heterogeneous
world of Codex committees.
91. The Secretariat noted that voting was very rare in Codex. When it had happened in the past, it had
usually been seen as divisive even though it was in fact part of the democratic Codex process as laid down
in the rules of procedure. He said that the question had arisen to what extent and under what conditions and
in what mode votes could be helpful in moving forward in blocked situations. He noted that the repeated
discussion of blocked items in Codex with the goal of consensus finding was very costly and took the time
away from the Commission to deal with other items and it was not always the case that all members had the
same interest in such matters. One option that was proposed was that the Executive Committee (or Board)
could recommend a vote in a blocked situation where all attempts to find a consensus have failed. The
Secretariat noted finally that as Codex worked on creating global public goods, which need to have the vast
support of members to be of value, votes should be the last resort.
92.

Delegations made the following observations:
- Consensus is a core value of Codex and should be the main way of taking decisions; Codex should
always strive for consensus;
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- Codex as an international standards setting body should work on the basis on consensus; if we want
to have Codex standards universally applicable they should be universally accepted;
- Voting for the purpose of adopting standards and related texts should only be the last resort and
should be fully justified and predictable, i.e. it shall be clearly established when and under which
conditions a vote will take place. Voting should also be based on two thirds qualified majority aligned
to the voting procedures of the OIE and IPPC; this will contribute to making voting part of the Codex
democratic process and would not be divisive;
- Codex differs from OIE and IPPC in a number of procedural aspects; In some international
organizations two thirds qualified majority rule is reserved for constitutional and binding legal
agreements;
- Voting has been very rare and nobody would like to reverse this trend; if there is a need for a vote
we should stick at simple majority as any change in the current voting system would negatively affect
the inclusiveness of the Codex process and its efficiency;
- We need to continue working with Codex Chairs on the different approaches used in committees to
facilitate consensus building;
- CCLAC18 has discussed voting and decided against changing the rules in the Procedural Manual10;
- In principle voting is not necessary; however, clear criteria on when and how voting would take place
could be useful to prevent voting from being divisive and to promote the transparency and
inclusiveness of the Codex decision making process;
- It should be examined how reservations impact on the Codex decision making process.;
- To suppose that voting would not be divisive is naïve, as is also the hope that requiring a two thirds
majority rule would reduce blockages; A two thirds majority rule may lead to an increase in call for
voting, especially when there is an interest in blocking action;
- The current discrepancy between consensus decisions (ostensibly 100% approval) and voting by
simple majority (all the way down to 50% approval) especially in controversial cases is very hard to
defend; requiring a qualified majority would be the logical middle ground;
- Voting is the norm for taking democratic decisions, and deciding on a more robust voting procedure
will enable Codex to move forward on controversial issues, including those arising from objections
based on other than scientific considerations;
- The discussion on voting is a healthy sign of an organization moving forward; changing from single
to qualified majority voting should have the effect of promoting consensus building, as proponents of
a standard would have to work harder to find a common ground in the face of losing a vote because
of a blocking minority;
- Voting should only be used for elections but not for standards adoption;
- Voting is exceptional in Codex and consensus is far more important. However, if consensus is forced
it can create more discomfort than voting. Codex needs to work harder on reaching real consensus;
- Active consensus building is key to Codex work. Strategic Goal 4 seeks to improve this especially
through activity 4.2.2 by working with chairs. If necessary additional guidance could be developed;
- The subjects of consensus and voting mechanisms have been widely discussed in Codex and
agreement have been reached on these matters therefore it is not necessary to reopen the
discussion on these subjects;
- The issue of changing voting procedures in Codex has been repeatedly discussed and it is unclear
why it is being raised again. For example in 2009 and 2012 the CAC and CCGP discussed the issue
at length and decided to retain the current procedures and to focus instead on steps to achieve
consensus.
Explore ways to ensure a more equal geographic distribution of committees while not obstructing the
standard setting process (3.5.4)
93. The Secretariat explained that a rotation system would give more countries the opportunity to host and
chair a committee, but that efficient hosting demands both resources and experience. If there would be a
strict limit of years or sessions a country can host a committee, there should be mechanisms in place with
10
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which to guarantee a smooth succession of responsibility. Another possibility worth exploring would be to
introduce stable co-hosting or co-chairing arrangements.
94. The Secretariat further asked the Committee to reflect on the effectiveness of the guidance given to
host countries on how to select the chairperson of a committee or task force.
95.

Delegations made the following observations:
- There is quite a varied experience in co-hosting and more robust co-hosting arrangements can be
explored;
- Co-hosting is a resource intensive exercise and the investment that countries make in co-hosting a
meeting should have a more long-term impact and should be used for more than just one meeting;
- Sometimes the selection of the host-countries has been controversial and has involved a vote;
- There is support for rotation, but the selection of a new host should take place at least 2-3 years
earlier, in order to give the new host an opportunity to learn from the previous host;
- Co-hosting should last for two consecutive sessions to allow effective and efficient co-hosting of
Codex meetings;
- Co-hosting is distinct from hosting and co-hosting experience may prepare a country to take a
country to take on host country responsibilities in the future;
- A similar proposal has already been discussed by the CCEXEC in 2008, so it would be advisable for
this Committee to have a look at those deliberations;
- A rotation of hosts is maybe more suitable for commodity committees than for horizontal committees,
which benefit from a long experience in hosting the subject matter;
- The problem with limited host rotation might be a theoretical one, as sometimes it has been difficult
for present hosts to find countries with enough resources to even co-host a single meeting;
- Co-hosting has been largely successful, as it brings the work of Codex closer to regions and
increases its visibility and raises Codex on the political agenda; it also strengthens countries’
collaboration and sharing of experiences;
- The benefits of co-hosting include the increased attendance of countries in the region;
- There is a pronounced element of capacity-building for developing countries which are engaged as
co-hosts, and a more stable co-hosting arrangement might enable even better use of experiences
gained and protocols established as part of the co-hosting arrangement;
- Increased co-hosting, including the CAC and CCEXEC, is the easiest way forward;
- The proposal regarding the selection of chairs is interesting but we need to see its practicability, as
the selection of the chair is the prerogative of the host-country.

96. The Representative of FAO noted the wealth of the perspectives that had emerged from the delegates
during the discussion on co-hosting. The Representative highlighted that there seemed to be two distinct
considerations in relation to the positive impacts of co-hosting. Firstly, the observations of many delegates
pointed to the high “capacity development” value of the co-hosting that has occurred so far. Secondly there
was the potential advantage of newer and more stable co-hosting arrangements allowing an opportunity for
countries that had matured in their Codex engagement to take on a greater role on the Codex system. Such
stable co-hosting arrangements might have the potential to overcome some of the inefficiencies that have
been noted in the past and could avoid the disruptions that were considered by some delegates as being
associated with the proposal for rotating host countries. She looked forward to further discussion on this.
97. The Representative of WHO drew the attention of the Committee to the impact one-time co-hosting
arrangements may have on the participation of member countries in a Codex meeting. When a Codex
meeting was held in a country with no previous experience in hosting Codex sessions, the Letter of invitation
to delegates tended to leave the Codex Secretariat later than usual because of the need to obtain diplomatic
and protocol clearance. The timely issuance of visas for delegates by the venue country were subject to the
familiarity of the foreign and consulate services of the country as well as the presence of an embassy or a
consulate of the country in the capital cities of all other Codex member countries. WHO, in implementing the
Codex Trust Fund, had experienced a number of cases where delegates could not participate in Codex
sessions because of the failure of venue countries to issue a required visa in time.
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Review of the effectiveness of working groups (3.5.5)
98. The Codex Secretariat recalled that currently more than 50 EWGs were working in parallel and that it
would be useful to review their effectiveness and functioning and the need to revise the Guidelines for
electronic and physical working groups in the Procedural Manual. The Secretariat noted that India had
already done an analysis of the effectiveness of EWGs and had prepared a proposal to review the
Guidelines for Electronic Working Groups, as presented in Annex 1 of CX/GP 15/29/6 Add.2.
99. The Delegation of India introduced the analysis, which highlighted that EWGs had been playing an
important role by reducing the workload of plenary sessions of Codex and dealt with a vast range of topics.
Although the number of EWGs had continued to increase over the years, the analysis had showed that the
participation of developing countries was quite low, i.e. 13.3% in 2013, considerably lower than that of
developed countries (65.2%) and even observers (21.3%). In view of this India had prepared the proposal,
which aimed at strengthening participation of developing countries and making the EWGs more inclusive.
100. Delegations made the following observations:
- EWGs and PWGs have worked in a satisfactory way and assisted Codex to make progress; however,
there is room for improvement;
- EWGs are often the only choice to work efficiently; however, the workload is impressive and further
reflection is necessary on how EWGs can be conducted in a more efficient and participatory way; e.g.
which techniques could guarantee a real-time EWG with all working languages;
- EWGs are not always necessary and Committees should prioritise work;
- Many countries do not participate in EWGs because of the language problem or because of some
limitations for experts;
- The cause of the low level of participation of developing countries in EWGs should be further
explored, e.g. through a questionnaire to identify the problems encountered and what has hindered
participation;
- EWGs are useful mechanism to share work; however, it is important for a country to identify the right
participants;
- PWGs do not always use all working languages and for inclusiveness purposes they should be
strongly encouraged to do so;
- It is not always efficient for EWGs to work in all Codex languages as this has major cost implications
and for the vast number of Codex members speaking in other languages it would complicate their
participation further because they would always have to work with four languages should they wish
to accept to chair working groups;
- CCLAC19 has discussed the possibility of using electronic platforms which could make the work of
EWGs more dynamic and participatory (REP15/LAC paras 117-124);
- The increasing number of WGs creates problems of participation to all countries (both developing
and developed); a ceiling of the number of WGs could be considered;
- Entrusting the development of a draft document to a small group of countries, rather than to a WG,
could ensure a better and efficient use of resources.
Consider to review how different committees use risk analysis frameworks in practice and report areas for
improvements (3.5.6)
101. The Representative of FAO explained that the secretariats of the FAO/WHO expert bodies – JECFA,
JEMRA, JMPR and JEMNU – are located in different Divisions in FAO. However, the new Strategic
Framework in FAO brings them together under a single Output in Strategic Objective 4 for purposes of work
planning and budgetary allocation. This had strengthened FAO´s ability to see the big picture across the
different expert bodies. However, still there are differences in terms of how they operate and how the
secretariats interact with the relevant Codex Committees. It is an opportunity for mutual learning, and, as
appropriate, to benchmark approaches according to what works best.
102. The Representative of the WHO indicated that efforts have been undertaken in recent years to
harmonize risk analysis principles between committees, but further work is necessary and a review could be
undertaken.
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FAO/WHO Update on Progress in Response to the Recommendations of the Evaluation of the
Provision of Scientific Advice
103. Introducing CX/GP 15/29/6 Add.1, the Representative of FAO noted that the document provided a
status report of the implementation of the recommendations from the 2002 Codex evaluation dealing
primarily with the FAO/WHO programme of Scientific Advice (recommendations 32-42). She noted
that although this information was not directly relevant to the discussions on Codex work management, it
was prepared for information purposes in recognition of the interest of Codex members in this subject.
104. The Representative of FAO recognized that while FAO/WHO report each year to the CAC on the Joint
Programme of Scientific Advice, the time constraints result in a hurried presentation of deliverables with no
time to discuss issues related to the maintenance of the quality and the credibility of the Programme and the
efforts undertaken to proactively modernize and adapt the processes and to harmonize, as appropriate,
among the expert bodies. The Representative noted that FAO/WHO would place greater attention to better
communication with Codex members on these issues in the future, starting with the upcoming CAC.
105. The Representative highlighted that the FAO/WHO commitment to continual improvement of the
scientific advice programme dates back quite some time as is demonstrated by CX/GP 15/29/6 Add 1, which
provides a succinct account of the actions taken in response to the recommendation of the CAC24 “to review
the status and procedures of expert bodies in order to maintain the quality, quantity and timeliness of
advice”. The document also outlines the current status related to a number of other issues raised by the
Evaluation such as: the functioning of JEMRA, resource allocation to support the Scientific Advice
Programme, availability of data for risk assessment.
106. The Representative of WHO highlighted that efforts have gone into improving the transparency of the
process and strengthening independence through an improved declaration of interest process. Work is
ongoing on updating and harmonizing risk assessment methodologies, as well as improving data collection
for refined exposure assessment.
107. A delegation raised concern about different levels of protection applied by countries and another
delegation stressed the importance of independent international scientific advice and expressed concern
about the constant lack of funds for its provision, and recommended taking a closer look at the current
programme with the aim to consider modernisation or reform.
108. The Representative of WHO responded that there can be differences in the level of protection
between countries due to geographic specificities; however this also highlights the importance of
harmonization of risk assessment methodologies. Regarding the processes for the provision of scientific
advice efficiencies have been achieved through the implementation of virtual working groups and application
of electronic tools. She raised concern about duplication of efforts between national, sub-regional and the
international risk assessment bodies and stressed that efforts should be undertaken to decrease duplication
and strengthen collaboration.
109. In response to Tanzania’s concern about lack of African experts on the roster of expert bodies, the
WHO representative informed the Committee on the process of a public call for experts to establish these
rosters. The WHO JECFA roster will be renewed this year, the call for experts will be published soon and she
called on delegates to support the program in its outreach efforts by broadly distributing the call including to
academic communities and encourage and support experts to respond.
OTHER BUSINESS (Agenda Item 7)
110. The Committee noted that no other business had been put forward.
DATE AND PLACE OF NEXT SESSION (Agenda Item 8)
111. The Committee noted that the date of its 30th Session would depend on the decision of CAC38.
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Secteur AGRAP
68, rue de Bellechasse
75700 Paris
Tel: + 33 1 44 87 16 03
Email: sgae-codex-fr@sgae.gouv.fr
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BULGARIA - BULGARIE
Dr Galya KOSTADINOVA
Head of department “Food safety”
Ministry of Agriculture and Food
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Liaoning Jinzhou
Tel: 86-20-38290465
Email: liugd@gdciq.gov.cn
Mr Wenhe CHI
Section Chief
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Mr Zhigang SONG
Associate Professor/PhD
Research Centre Of International Inspection And
Quarantine Standards And Technical Regulations,
AQSIQ
R909 Sanyuan Mansion, No 18 Xinahedongli,
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Ms Xiaoyan WANG
Officer
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China
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Mr Brou COMOÉ MARIUS RODRIGUESE
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BP 1534 Abidjan
Tel: 20210909
Email: micopci@yahoo.fr
Mr Anon BERTIN
Directeur des Productions Vivrières et de la Sécurité
Alimentaire
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de Côte d’Ivoire (FACACI)
Abidjan
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Email: micopci@yahoo.fr
Mrs Kamagate SALY
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Mr Osvaldo Vladimir PUÑALES SOSA
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Departamento Calidad
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Tel: 537 8847412
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Director
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Email: jindrich.fialka@mze.cz
DENMARK - DANEMARK - DINAMARCA
Mr Knud ØSTERGAARD
Head of Division
Danish Veterinary and Food Administration
Ministry of Food Agriculture and Fisheries
Stationsparken 31
2600 Glostrup
Tel: +45 7227 6705
Email: koe@fvst.dk
Mrs Jytte KJÆRGAARD
Head of Section
Danish Veterinary and Food Administration
Ministry of Food Agriculture and Fisheries
Stationsparken 31
2600 Glostrup
Tel: +45 7227 6706
Email: jk@fvst.dk
EGYPT - ÉGYPTE - EGIPTO
Mrs Reda Mohamed SAYED ISMAIL
Food standards speciallist
Egyptian Organization for Standardization and
Quality(EOS)
General Department of Standards
16, Tadreeb El-Modarrebeen St., Ameriya,
Cairo, Egypt
Tel: (+202) 22845531
Email: reda_nn_mm@yahoo.com
Dr Wafaa HASSAN
Head Researcher
Animal Health Research Institute
Bacteriology Unit - Reference laboratory for veterinary
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Tel: +201117006223
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Ms Mariana GOMEZ
Directora
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Punto de Contacto Codex Alimentarius
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Food Safety Department
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Ms Ella STRICKLAND
Head of Unit
European Commission
Health and Food Safety Directorate-General
Rue Froissart 101 - Office 02/060
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Tel: +32 2 299 30 30
Email: ella.strickland@ec.europa.eu

Mrs Claire SERVOZ
Adjointe au chef du bureau en charge de la qualité et
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Ministère de l’économie, du redressement productif et
du numérique
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75703 PARIS Cedex 13
Tel: +33 (0)1 44 97 28 76
Email: claire.servoz@dgccrf.finances.gouv.fr

Mr Carlos ALVAREZ ANTOLINEZ
Adviser
European Commission
Directorate G – Veterinary and International Affairs
Rue Froissart 101 2/87
1049 BRUSSELS
Tel: +32.2.299.4968
Email: carlos.alvarez-antolinez@ec.europa.eu
Mr Risto HOLMA
Administrator
European Commission
DG SANTE
Rue Froissart 101
Brussels
Tel: +32 229-98683
Email: risto.holma@ec.europa.eu

Ms Anne HAIKONEN
Legislative Councellor
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry
P.O.Box 30
00023 Government
Helsinki
Tel: +358-50-3697618
Email: anne.haikonen@mmm.fi

Mr Jean-Philippe DOP
Adjoint au Sous-directeur des affaires sanitaires
européennes et internationales
Ministère de l’Agriculture, de l’Agroalimentaire et
de la Forêt
75732 Paris Cedex 15
Tel: +33 (0)1 49 55
Email: jean-philippe.dop@agriculture.gouv.fr
Mrs Emilie LEBRASSEUR
Chargée de Mission
Ministère de l’Agriculture, de l’Agroalimentaire et de la
Forêt
Bureau des Négociations Européennes et Multilatérales
(DGAL)
251 rue de Vaugirard
75732 Paris Cedex 15
Tel: +33 (0)1 49 55 47 78
Email: emilie.lebrasseur@agriculture.gouv.fr
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Mr Kingsley NSIAH-POKU
Principal Regulatory Officer
Food and Drugs Authority
P. O. BOX CT 2783
+233 Accra
Tel: +233 243 189692
Email: kingnsiahpoku@gmail.com
GREECE - GRÈCE - GRECIA

GERMANY - ALLEMAGNE - ALEMANIA
Mr Niklas SCHULZE ICKING
Deputy Head of Division
Federal Ministry of Food and Agriculture
Wilhelmstr. 54
10117 Berlin
Tel: +49 30 18 529 3515
Email: codex.germany@bmel.bund.de
Dr Pia NOBLE
Head of Division / Chair of CCNFSDU
Federal Ministry of Food and Agriculture
Rochusstr. 1
53123 Bonn
Tel: +49 228 99 529 4665
Email: pia.noble@bmel.bund.de
GHANA
Mr John Kofi ODAME-DARKWAH
Deputy Chief Executive (FSD)
Food and Drugs Authority
Food Safety
P. O. BOX CT 2783
Cantoments
+233 Accra
Tel: +233 244 337243
Email: jodame22@gmail.com
Mrs Nana Pokuaa ASARE-TWEREFOUR
Senior Standards Officer
Ghana Standards Authority
Food and Materials Standard
Codex Contact Point Manager
P. O. BOX MB 245
+233 Accra
Tel: +233 202 469376
Email: npokuaasare-twerefour@gsa.gov.gh
Mr Samuel DUODU MANU
Dep. Director
Ministry of Fisheries and Aquaculture Development
P. O. Box GP 630
Accra
Tel: 233 244 571903
Email: sdmanu123@yahoo.com
Mrs Naomi Amo ESHUN
Standards Officer
Ghana Standards Authority
Food and Material Standards
P. O. BOX MB 245
Accra
Tel: +233 244 938151
Email: mena_amo@yahoo.co.uk

Mr Dimitrios CHALEPIDIS
Premier Conseiller aux Affaires Economiques et
Commerciales
Ambassade de Grèce
Bureau des Affaires Economiques et Commerciales
17, rue Auguste Vacquerie
75116 Paris
Tel: 0033 1 47 20 26 60
Email: ecocom-paris@mfa.gr
Mrs Aspasia DROSOPOULOU
Premier Secrétaire aux Affaires Economiques et
Commerciales
Ambassade de Grèce
Bureau des Affaires Economiques et Commerciales
17, rue Auguste Vacquerie
75116 Paris
Tel: 0033 1 47 20 26 60
Email: ecocom-paris@mfa.gr
HONDURAS
Dr Juan Ramón VELÁSQUEZ
Jefe Division de Inocuidad de Alimentos
Servicio Nacional de Sanidac Agropecuaria
SENASA
Colonia Loma Linda Sur,
Avenida la Miraflores, Edificio SENASA
309 Tegucigalpa
Tel: + 504 2232 6213
Email: jrvelaz123@gmail.com
HUNGARY - HONGRIE - HUNGRÍA
Ms Andrea ZENTAI
Food safety coordinator
CCMAS, National Food Chain Safety Office of Hungary
Directorate for Food Safety Risk Assessment
Tábornok u. 2
1143 Budapest
Tel: 0036 1 368 8815/117
Email: zentaia@nebih.gov.hu
INDIA - INDE
Dr Iyengar Madenur Rangaswamy SUDHARSHAN
Director Research
Spices Board India
P.ON. H By Pass,
682025 Cochin
Tel: 91 940-0 258453
Email: ccsch.chair@nic.in
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INDONESIA - INDONÉSIE
Mr Suprapto Suprapto
Deputy Director General for Standard implementation
and Accreditation
National Standardization Agency of Indonesia
Department of Standard Implementation and
Acreditation
Building 1 BPPT 10th Floors.
Jl. MH Thamrin 8, Jakarta
10340 Jakarta
Tel: +6221-3927422
Email: suprapto@bsn.go.id
IRELAND - IRLANDE - IRLANDA
Mr Bernard HARRIS
Assistant Agricultural Inspector
Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine
Research & Codex Division
Agriculture House
Kildare Street
Dublin 2
Tel: +353 1 6072123
Email: bernard.harris@agriculture.gov.ie
ITALY - ITALIE - ITALIA
Mr Ciro IMPAGNATIELLO
Codex Contact Point
Ministry of Agricultural Food and Forestry Policies
Department of the European Union and Internationa
Policies and of the Rural Development
Via XX Settembre, 20
187 Rome
Tel: +39 06 46654058
Email: c.impagnatiello@politicheagricole.it
JAPAN - JAPON - JAPÓN
Dr Hiroshi YOSHIKURA
Adviser
Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare
Department of Food Safety, Pharmaceutical and Food
Safety Bureau
1-2-2, Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku
100-8916 Tokyo
Tel: +81 3 3595 2326
Email: codexj@mhlw.go.jp
Ms Yayoi TSUJIYAMA
Director for International Affairs
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries,
Government of Japan
Food Safety and Consumer Policy Division, Food
Safety and Consumer Affairs Bureau
1-2-1 Kasumigaseki Chiyoda-ku
100-8950 Tokyo
Tel: +81-3-3502-8732
Email: yayoi_tsujiyama@nm.maff.go.jp
Ms Keiko SAITO
Technical Official
Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare
Department of Food Safety
1-2-2, Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku
100-8916 Tokyo
Tel: +81 3 3595 2326
Email: codexj@mhlw.go.jp
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Ms Naoko TAKAHATA
Technical Official
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries,
Government of Japan
Food Safety and Consumer Policy Division, Food
Safety and Consumer Affairs Bureau
1-2-1 Kasumigaseki Chiyoda-ku
100-8950 Tokyo
Tel: +81-3-3502-8732
Email: naoko_takahata@nm.maff.go.jp
KENYA
Dr Nicholas Otieno AYORE
Head : Veterinary Public Health
Directorate of Veterinary Services
State Department of Livestock
Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock and Fisheries
Private Bag, 00625
00100 Kangemi, Nairobi
Tel: +254 721 390 966
Email: nicholasayore@gmail.com
LATVIA - LETTONIE - LETONIA
Mrs Dace UGARE
Deputy Director
Ministry of Agriculture
Veterinary and Food
Republikas Square 2
LV-1981 Riga
Tel: +371 67027215
Email: dace.ugare@zm.gov.lv
LUXEMBOURG - LUXEMBURGO
Mrs Nathalie WELSCHBILLIG
Conseiller
Représentation Permanente auprès de l’UE
75, avenue de Cortenbergh
B-1000 Bruxelles
Tel: (+32) 0473 84 84 41
Email: nathalie.welschbillig@mae.etat.lu
Mrs Juliane HERNEKAMP
Chargée de mission
Ministry of Health
Villa Louvigny-Allée Marconi
L-2120 Luxembourg
Tel: +352 24785620
Email: juliane.hernekamp@ms.etat.lu
MALAYSIA - MALAISIE - MALASIA
Ms Noraini DATO’ MOHD. OTHMAN
Senior Director
Ministry of Health Malaysia
Level 3, Block E7, Parcel E,
Federal Government Administration Center
62590 Putrajaya
Email: noraini_othman@moh.gov.my
Ms Zailina ABDUL MAJID
Senior Principle Assistant Director
Ministry of Health Malaysia
Level 3, Block E7, Parcel E,
Federal Government Administration Center
62590 Putrajaya
Email: zailina.am@moh.gov.my

REP15/GP Appendix I
MALI - MALÍ
Dr Mahamadou SAKO
Directeur Général Adjoint
Agence Nationale de la Sécurité Sanitaire des Aliments
Ministère de la Santé et de l’Hygiène Publique
Centre Commercial, Rue 305 Quartier du Fleuve BPE:
2362
Bamako
Tel: +223 20230188 /+ 223 66 79997
Email: scodexmali@yahoo.fr
MEXICO - MEXIQUE - MÉXICO
Ms Flavia Veronique FARINETTI HEREVAY
Consejera económica
Secretaría de economía
Delegación permanente ante la ocde
8 rue de Berri 1 etage, extranjero, Francia
75008 Paris, Francia
Tel: 57299100, EXT. 8997, 8998
Email: flavia.farinetti@economia.gob.mx
MOROCCO - MAROC - MARRUECOS
Mrs Beqqali Himdi IHSSANE
Chef du Service de Normalisation
Office National de Sécurité Sanitaire des Produits
Alimentaires
Département de l’Agriculture
Avenue Hadj Ahmed Cherkaoui, Agdal Rabat
Tel: +212 537 676513
Email: ihssanebeqqali@gmail.com
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Mrs Nadim FATIMA ZOHRA
Chargée de la veille sectorielle
Agence Nationale pour le Développement de
l’Aquaculture
Maritime Fisheries
Avenue Annakhil, Immeuble les Patios, 4ème étage,
Hay Ryad, Rabat
10000 Rabat
Tel: +212 6 73 27 73 58
Email: f.nadim@anda.gov.ma
Mr Hicham MOHAMED
Chef du Service Agricole et Industriel
Laboratoire Officiel d’Analyses et de Recherches
Chimiques
Ministère de l’Agriculture
25, rue Nichakra Rahal (ex rue de Tours)
Casablanca
Tel: +212 522 302198
Email: hicham_simohamed@yahoo.fr
Mr Tadili RACHID
Chef du Département des Etudes et Prospection
Etablissement Autonome de Contrôle et de
Coordination des Exportations
Ministère de l’Agriculture et de la Pêche Maritime
72, Angle Boulevard Mohamed Smiha et rue Mohamed
EL Baâmrani
Casablanca
Tel: +212 618532309
Email: tadili@eacce.org.ma
NAMIBIA - NAMIBIE

Mr Karzazi ANAS
Chef du service promotion et communication
Agence Nationale pour le Développement de
l’Aquaculture
Maritime Fisheries
Avenue Annakhil. Immeuble les patios. 4ème étage.
Hay Riad. 10000 Rabat
Tel: +212538099700
Email: a.karzazi@anda.gov.ma

Mr Johannes GAESEB
Registrar of Medicines
Ministry of Health and Social Services
Namibia Medicines Regulatory Council
Private Bag 13366
Windhoek
Tel: +264 61 203 2403
Email: regmeds@nmrc.com.na

Dr Karfal BRAHIM
Chef de Service de la Réglementation et des
Autorisations
Agence Nationale pour le Développement de
l’Aquaculture
Avenue Annakhil, Immeuble Les Patios, 4ème Etage,
Hay Ryad, Rabat
Tel: +2120538099700
Email: b.karfal@anda.gov.ma

NETHERLANDS - PAYS-BAS - PAÍSES BAJOS

Mr El Mekroum BRAHIM
Chef de Département
Société les Eaux Minérale d’Oulmes
Département Recherche et Développement
les Eaux Minérales d’Oulmes S.A 20180 Bouskoura
Casablanca
Tel: +212 661326698
Email: elmekroum@oulmes.ma

Ms Marie-Ange DELEN
Coordinator Codex Alimentarius Netherlands
Ministry of Economic Affairs
PO Box 20401
2500 EK The Hague
Tel: +31 6 4615 2167
Email: m.a.delen@minez.nl
Mr Martijn WEIJTENS
CCEURO Chair
Ministry of Economic Affairs
P.O. Box 20401
2500 EK The Hague
Tel: +31 70 3798950
Email: info@codexalimentarius.nl
NICARAGUA
Mr Salvador GUERRERO GUTIERREZ
Responsable de la Oficina del Punto Focal del CODEX
Ministerio de Fomento, Industria y Comercio
Dirección de Normalización y Metrología
Km 3 ½ Carretera
Managua
Tel: + 22670161 ext.2258
Email: codex@mific.gob.ni
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NIGER - NÍGER
Mr Moussa BOUREIMA
Codex Contact Point Niger
Ministère de la Santé Publique
Niger
BP 623 Niamey Niger.
Quatier Yantla
Commune 1
227 Niamey
Tel: +227 96871982
Email: boureima_moussa@yahoo.fr

26
PAPUA NEW GUINEA PAPOUASIE-NOUVELLE-GUINÉE PAPUA NUEVA GUINEA
Dr Vele PAT ILA’AVA
Department Secretary
Department of Agriculture & Livestock
Agriculture and Livestock
P.O. Box 2033,
Konedobu, NCD
Port Moresby
Tel: +(675) 321 3302
Email: vjm0962@gmail.com

NORWAY - NORVÈGE - NORUEGA
Mrs Vigdis VEUM MOELLERSEN
Senior Adviser
Norwegian Food Safety Authority
P.O Box 383
N-2381 Brumunddal
Tel: +47 22779104
Email: visvm@mattilsynet.no
Mr Knut BERDAL
Senior Adviser
Ministry of Agriculture and Food
Department of Food Policy
N-0030 Oslo
Tel: +4722249202
Email: knut.berdal@lmd.dep.no
Ms Bodil BLAKER
Specialist Director
Ministry of Health and Care Services
P.O. Box 8011 Dep.
N-0030 Oslo
Tel: + 47 22248602
Email: bob@hod.dep.no
PAKISTAN - PAKISTÁN
Ms Ismat PALVEEN
First Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
18 rue Lord Byron
75008 Paris (France)
Tel: +33 (0)6 64 83 70 04
Email: ismatpavn@gmail.com
PANAMA - PANAMÁ
Mr Aracelis Alexis AROSEMENA DE VERGARA
Ing. Agronomo
Ministerio de Salud
Departamento de Proteccion de Alimentos
Rio Abajo calle decima casa #53
Panama
Tel: +507 64979616
Email: aadevergara@minsa.gob.pa

PARAGUAY
Ms Laura Stefanía CORREA MIÑO
Técnica Comercial
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
Dirección de Organismos Económicos Multilaterales
Email: lcorrea@mre.gov.py
PHILIPPINES - FILIPINAS
Ms Amparo AMPIL
Permanent Representative, Codex Contact Point
(CCP), and Member, Sub-Committee on General
Principles
Department of Agriculture
Policy Research Service
Elliptical Rd., Diliman,
1101 Quezon City
Tel: +632 9267439
Email: acascolan@yahoo.com
POLAND - POLOGNE - POLONIA
Ms Magdalena KOWALSKA
Main Expert
Agricultural & Food Quality Inspection
International Cooperation Department
30, Wspolna Str.
00-930 Warsaw
Tel: +48226232904
Email: kodeks@ijhars.gov.pl
REPUBLIC OF KOREA - RÉPUBLIQUE DE CORÉE REPÚBLICA DE COREA
Ms Misun PARK
Scientific Officer
Ministry of Food and Drug Safety
Food Standard Division
Osong Health Technology Administration Complex, 187
Osongsaengmyeong2(i)-ro, Osong-eup, Heungdeok-gu
cheongju-si, Chungcheongbuk-do, Korea
361-709 Cheongju-si
Tel: 82-43-719-2417
Email: mspark@korea.kr
Ms Saetbyeol JUNG
Codex researcher
Ministry of Food and Drug Safety
Food Policy Coordination Division
Osong Health Technology Administration Complex, 187
Osongsaengmyeong2(i)-ro, Osong-eup, Heungdeok-gu
cheongju-si, Chungcheongbuk-do, Korea
361-709 Cheongju-si
Tel: 82-43-719-2041
Email: bjung@korea.kr
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Mr Chaegu KANG
Assistant Director
Ministry of Food and Drug Safety
Livestock Products Sanitation Division
Osong Health Technology Administration Complex, 187
Osongsaengmyeong2(i)-ro, Osong-eup, Heungdeok-gu
cheongju-si, Chungcheongbuk-do, Korea
361-709 Cheongju-si
Tel: 82-43-719-3248
Email: c2gk@korea.kr
Ms Hyun Jung KIM
The Chief
Korean Agency of Education, Promotion and
Information Service in Food, Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries
Tel: 0082-10-2201-0793
Email: promise@epis.or.kr
Mr Soon Hong PARK
Assistant Director
Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs
Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs
94 Dasom 2-ro
339-012 Sejong-si
Tel: + 82 44 201 2081
Email: mpjshh@korea.kr
RUSSIAN FEDERATION - FÉDÉRATION DE RUSSIE
FEDERACIÓN DE RUSIA
Mr Nikolay BALAN
Deputy Head of Division
Federal Service for Surveillance on Consumer Rights
Protection and Human Well-being
International Cooperation Division
18/20, Vadkovskiy pereulok
127994 Moscow
Tel: +7 499 973 3012
Email: balan_ng@gsen.ru
Mr Oleg KOBIAKOV
First Counselor
Russian Mission to FAO
Economic Section
Russian Mission to the FAO
Via Magenta, 19
185 Rome
Tel: (+39 06)-902-357-44
Email: kobiakov@hotmail.com
SAO TOME AND PRINCIPE –
SAO TOMÉ-ET-PRINCIPE –
SANTO TOME Y PRINCIPE
Dr Severino NETO DO ESPIRITO SANTO
Point Focal Codex
Directeur CIAT/STP
Ministère de l’Agriculture
MADR
St Tomé, CP 375
S. Tomé e Principe
Tél: + 239 9903963 / + 239 2223343
Email: santosev@yahoo.fr
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SAUDI ARABIA - ARABIE SAOUDITE ARABIA SAUDITA
Mr Sami ALNOKHILAN
Head of International Contact Points Section
Saudi Food and Drug Authority
Executive Dept. for Technical Regulations and
Standards
Saudi Arabia - Saudi Food and Drug Authority (3292)
North Ring Road - Al Nafal Unit (1)
13312 - 6288 Riyadh
Tel: +966112038222
Email: codex.cp@sfda.gov.sa
SENEGAL - SÉNÉGAL
Prof Amadou DIOUF
Président du Comité national du Codex alimentarius
Ministère de la Santé et de l’Action sociale
Centre Anti Poison
Hôpital de Fann
Dakar
Tel: +221 77 644 98 23
Email: amdiouf@refer.sn
Mrs Ndèye Maguette DIOP
Chef du Bureau Produits d’origine végétale
Ministère des Mines et de l’Industrie
Association sénégalaise de Normalisation
Email: yayindeye@hotmail.com
SLOVAKIA - SLOVAQUIE - ESLOVAQUIA
Dr Zuzana BÍROŠOVÁ
Director
Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development of the
Slovak Republic
Food Safety and Nutrition Dept.
Dobrovičova 12
812 66 Bratislava
Tel: +421 2 592 66 571
Email: zuzana.birosova@land.gov.sk
SLOVENIA - SLOVÉNIE - ESLOVENIA
Dr Blaža NAHTIGAL
Codex Contact Point
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Food
EU coordination and international affairs service
Dunajska cesta 22
1000 LJUBLJANA
Tel: + 386 1 4789398
Email: blaza.nahtigal@gov.si
SOUTH AFRICA - AFRIQUE DU SUD - SUDÁFRICA
Mr Malose Daniel MATLALA
Deputy Director: Food Control
Department of Health
Direcorate: Food Control
Private Bag X828
1 PRETORIA
Tel: +27 12 395 8789
Email: CACPSA@health.gov.za
Mr Billy MAKHAFOLA
Director: Food Safety and Quality Assuarance
Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries
Private Bag X343
1 Pretoria
Tel: +2712 319 6023
Email: BillyM@daff.gov.za
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SPAIN - ESPAGNE - ESPAÑA
Mr Jose Ignacio VITON ASENJO
National Condex Contact Point
Spanish Agency for Consumer Affairs, Food Safety and
Nutrition
Subdirectorate-General for Food Safety Promotion
C Alcala, 56
28071 Madrid
Email: jviton@msssi.es
SWEDEN - SUÈDE - SUECIA
Mr Anders WANNBERG
Senior Administrative officer
Ministry of Rural Affairs
Mäster Samuelsgatan 70
103 33 Stockholm
Tel: +46 8 4051279
Email: anders.wannberg@regeringskansliet.se
Mrs Carmina IONESCU
Codex Coordinator
National Food Agency
International Department
Box 622
751 26 Uppsala
Tel: +46 709 245601
Email: carmina.ionescu@slv.se
SWITZERLAND - SUISSE - SUIZA
Dr Thomas JEMMI
Ambassador ; Deputy Director General
Federal Food Safety and Veterinary Office FSVO
Head International Affairs
3003 Bern
Tel.: +41 31 323 85 31
Email: Thomas.Jemmi@blv.admin.ch
Mr Martin MUELLER
Swiss Codex Contact Point, Scientific Advisor
Federal Food Safety and Veterinary Office FSVO
International Affairs
3003 Bern
Tel: +41 31 324 93 16
Email: martin.mueller@blv.admin.ch
THAILAND - THAÏLANDE - TAILANDIA
Mr Pisan PONGSAPITCH
Deputy Secretary General
National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity and Food
Standards
50 Paholyothin Rd., Ladyao, Chatuchak
10900 Bangkok
Tel: +66 2 5612277 ext. 1120
Email: pisan@acfs.go.th
Ms Namaporn ATTAVIROJ
Standards Officer
National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity and Food
Standards
50 Paholyothin Rd., Ladyao, Chatuchak
10900 Bangkok
Tel: +66 2 5612277 ext. 1431
Email: jzanamaporn@gmail.com
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TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO – TRINITÉ-ET-TOBAGO TRINIDAD Y TOBAGO
Ms Wendyann RAMRATTAN
Deputy Chief Chemist and Assistant Director of Food
and Drugs
Chemistry Food and Drugs Division
Ministry of Health
92 Frederick Street
Port of Spain
Tél: + 868 623 2477
Email: ramrabo@hotmail.com
TUNISIA - TUNISIE - TÚNEZ
Ms Mélika HERMASSI BELGACEM
Directrice
Centre technique de l’agro-alimentaire
Qualité, sécurité sanitaire et environnement
12, rue de l’usine - Charguia 2
2035 Tunis
Tel: +21697412865
Email: codextunisie@topnet.tn
UKRAINE - UCRANIA
Ms Nataliia PIVEN
Senior specialist
Ministry of Health
Public Health
7, Hrushevskogo Str.
1601 Kyiv
Tel: +380503782637
Email: nataly@moz.gov.ua
UNITED KINGDOM - ROYAUME-UNI - REINO UNIDO
Mr Brian BIBBY
Head of United Kingdom Delegation, Policy Team
Leader
Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs
Area 3A, Nobel House
17 Smith Square
SW1P 3JR London
Tel: +44 (0)207 238 5972
Email: brian.bibby@defra.gsi.gov.uk
Mr Mike O’NEILL
Head of EU and International Strategy
Food Standards Agency
Aviation House
125, Kingsway
WC2B 6NH London
Tel: +44 (0)20 7276 8664
Email: Mike.Oneill@foodstandards.gsi.gov.uk
UNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA RÉPUBLIQUE-UNIE DE TANZANIE REPÚBLICA UNIDA DE TANZANÍA
Dr Claude MOSHA
CEO & Chief SPS (Food Feed Safety & Quality)
Consultant
Private
Nderyingo Food Feed Consulting International (T),
P.O.Box 24850, Dar-es-Salaam
Tel: +255 765 087 187/ 713 324495
Email: cjsmoshar@yahoo.co.uk
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ÉTATS-UNIS D’AMÉRIQUE ESTADOS UNIDOS DE AMÉRICA
Ms Mary Frances LOWE
U.S. Codex Manager
Food Safety and Inspection Service
Department of Agriculture
1400 Independence Avenue., SW
Room 4861-S
20250 Washington, DC
Tel: +1 202-720-2057
Email: MaryFrances.Lowe@fsis.usda.gov
Ms Camille BREWER
Director, International Affairs Staff
Department of Health and Human Services
U.S. Food and Drug Administration/International Affairs
Staff
5100 Paint Branch Parkway, HFS-550
20740 College Park, MD
Tel: 240-402-1723
Email: Camille.brewer@fda.hhs.gov
Ms Marsha ECHOLS
Attorney/Professor of Law
3286 M Street, N.W.
20007 Washington, D.C
Tel: +1-202-625-1451
Email: echols@marshaechols.com
Dr Jose Emilio ESTEBAN
Executive Associate for Laboratory Services
United States Department of Agriculture
Food Safety and Inspection Service, Office of Public
Health Science
950 College Station Rd.
30605 Athens, GA
Tel: (706) 546-3420
Email: Emilio.esteban@fsis.usda.gov
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Ing Cecilia AGUERRE
Senior Consultant
Laboratorio Tecnologico del Uruguay
Avda Italia 6201
11500 Montevideo
Tel: +59826013724
Email: ceciague@latu.org.uy
Mrs Eleonora BALSERINI
Asesor
Ministerio de Ganadería, Agricultura y Pesca
Unidad de Asuntos Internacionales
Constituyente 1476
11200 Montevideo
Tel: +59824126358
Email: ebalserini@mgap.gub.uy
Mr Jose Luis HEIJO
Director
Ministerio de Industria, Energia y Mineria
Direccion Nacional de Industrias
11100 Montevideo
Tel: 59829163551
Email: jose.heijo@dni.miem.gub.uy
CHAIRMAN OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS
COMMISSION PRÉSIDENTE DE LA COMMISSION DU CODEX
ALIMENTARIUS PRESIDENTE DE LA COMISIÓN DEL CODEX
ALIMENTARIUS
Mrs Awilo OCHIENG PERNET
Chairperson, Codex Alimentarius Commission
International Affairs
Federal Food Safety and Veterinary Office FSVO
CH-3003 Bern
Tel: + 41 58 462 00 41
Email: awilo.ochieng@blv.admin.ch

Mrs Barbara MCNIFF
Senior International Issues
Food Safety and Inspection Service; Office of Codex
Department of Agriculture
1400 Independence Ave; SW
Room 4870-S
20250 Washington, DC
Tel: 202-690-4719
Email: Barbara.McNiff@fsis.usda.gov

INTERNATIONAL GOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATIONS ORGANISATIONS GOUVERNEMENTALES
INTERNATIONALES ORGANIZACIONES GUBERNAMENTALES
INTERNACIONALES

Mr Douglas NELSON
Senior Advisor for Trade, IP & Strategic Issues
CropLife America
Legal
1156 15th Street NW, Suite 400
20005 Washington, DC
Tel: +12028723880
Email: dnelson@croplifeamerica.org

Prof Ahmed EL-SAWALHY
Director of AU-IBAR
African Union
Department for Rural Economy and Agriculture
Kenindia Business Park
Westlands road
100 Nairobi, Kenya
Tel: +254203674212
Email: ahmed.elsawalhy@au-ibar.org

URUGUAY
Mrs Brigida SCAFFO
Director
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
Organismos Economicos Internacionales
Colonia 1206
11100 Montevideo
Tel: +59829021010
Email: brigida.scaffo@mrree.gub.uy

AFRICAN UNION – UNION AFRICAIN –
UNIÓN AFRICANA

Dr Raphael COLY
Panspso Project Coordinator
African Union
Department for Rural Economy and Agriculture
Kenindia Business Park
Westlands road
100 Nairobi, Kenya
Tel: +254739622183
Email: raphael.coly@au-ibar.org
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ORGANISATION INTERNATIONALE DE LA VIGNE
ET DU VIN – OIV

INTER-AMERICAN INSTITUTE FOR COOPERATION
ON AGRICULTURE – IICA

Mr Fabien LALANDE
Economy and Law
International organisation of Vine and Wine (OIV)
18 rue d’Aguesseau
75008 Paris, FRANCE
Email: flalande@oiv.int

Mr Eric BOLAÑOS LEDEZMA
Especialista, Sanidad Agropecuaria e Inocuidad de
Alimentos
Instituto Interamericano de Cooperación para la
Agricultura (IICA)
SAIA
Apto Postal 55-2200, San José
Vazquez de Coronado
San Isidro 11101
COSTA RICA
Tel: + 506 2216 0418
Email: erick.bolanos@iica.int

Dr Jean-Claude RUF
Scientific coordinator
International organisation of Vine and Wine (OIV)
18, rue d’Aguesseau
75008 Paris, France
Email: jruf@oiv.int
WTO/OMC
Ms Anneke HAMILTON
Economic Affairs Officer
World Trade Organization
WTO/OMC
154 rue de Lausanne
1207 Genève (Suisse)
Tél : + 41 22 739 6566
Email: anneke.hamilton@wto.org
INTERNATIONAL NON-GOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATIONS ORGANISATIONS NON-GOUVERNEMENTALES
INTERNATIONALES ORGANIZATIONS INTERNACIONALES NO
GUBERNAMENTALES
ASOCIACIÓN LATINOAMERICANA DE
AVICULTURA – ALA
Dr Isidro MOLFESE
Observateur
ALA
Asociacion Latinoamericana de Avicultura
Alberti 453 - 12BL
7600 Pcia. de Buenos Aires, ARGENTINA
Tel: + 54 332 457-1332
Email: molfese@ciudad.com.ar
COLLAGEN CASINGS TRADE ASSOCIATION –
CCTA
Dr Rainer BIERWAGEN
Secretary
CCTA (Collagen Casings Trade Association)
Legal
Beiten Burkhardt
Avenue Louise 489
B-1050 Bruxelles, BELGIUM
Tel: + 32 2 639 00 00
Email: rainer.bierwagen@bblaw.com
INSTITUTE OF FOOD TECHNOLOGISTS – IFT
Dr Karen HULEBAK
Principal, ResolutionStrategy, LLC
Institute of Food Technologists
ResolutionStrategy, LLC
6822 Poindexter Road
Louisa, VA 23093
USA
Tel: 540-967-1252
Email: karen.hulebak@gmail.com

INTERNATIONAL CO-OPERATIVE ALLIANCE – ICA
Mr Kazuo ONITAKE
Head of Unit
Japanese Consumers’ Co-operative Union
Safety Policy Service
Co-op Plaza 3-29-8, Shibuya, Shibuya-Ku
150-8913 Tokyo, JAPAN
Tel: +81 3-5778-8109
Email: kazuo.onitake@jccu.coop
INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL OF GROCERY
MANUFACTURERS ASSOCIATIONS – ICGMA
Mr Richard WHITE
Director, Codex and International Standards Policy
Grocery Manufacturers Association
1350 I Street, NW
20005 Washington, DC, USA
Email: rwhite@gmaonline.org
INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION FOR ANIMAL
HEALTH – IFAH
Mr Olivier ESPEISSE
Director of EU and Africa Government Affairs
IFAH
Dr Olivier ESPEISSE
Elanco Animal Health
24-30 Boulevard Vital B Neuilly sur Seine
FRANCE
Email: espeisse_olivier@elanco.com
Mr Jesse SEVCIK
Director, Global Government Affairs
IFAH
Mr Jesse SEVCIK
Elanco Animal Health
Plantin en Moretuslei 1A, 3rd Floor
Antwerp BELGIUM
Tel: +32 (0) 471.89.8094 – Mobile
Email: jsevcik@elanco.com
INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION OF FRUIT JUICE
PRODUCERS – IFU
Mrs Elisabetta ROMEO-VAREILLE
Secretary-General
International Federation of Fruit Juice Producers (IFU)
14, rue de Turbigo
75001 Paris, FRANCE
Tel: 147422928
Email: ifu@ifu-fruitjuice.com
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INTERNATIONAL FOOD POLICY RESEARCH
INSTITUTE
Dr Anne MACKENZIE
Head, Standards and Regulatory
IFPRI
HarvestPlus
6442 Aston Rd.
K4M 1B3 Ottawa, CANADA
Tel: 6136920211
Email: a.mackenzie@cgiar.org
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR
STANDARDIZATION – ISO
Mrs Sandrine ESPEILLAC
Secretary of ISO/TC 34
International Organization for Standardization (ISO)
1, chemin de la Voie-Creuse
CH-1202 Geneva, SWITZERLAND
Tel: +33 1 41 62 86 02
Email: sandrine.espeillac@afnor.org
Mr François FALCONNET
Chairman of ISO/TC 34
International Organization for Standardization (ISO)
1, chemin de la Voie-Creuse
CH-1202 Geneva, SWITZERLAND
Tel: +33 6 07 33 97 60
Email: f.falconnet@orange.fr
NATIONAL HEALTH FEDERATION – NHF
Mr Scott TIPS
President & General Counsel
NHF
National Health Federation
PO Box 688
Monrovia
91017 California, USA
Tel: +1 626 357-2181
Email: scott@monaco.mc
FOOD AND AGRICULTURE ORGANIZATION OF
THE UNITED NATIONS ORGANISATION DES NATIONS UNIES POUR
L’ALIMENTATION ET L’AGRICULTURE ORGANIZACIÓN DE LAS NACIONES UNIDAS PARA
LA ALIMENTACIÓN Y LA AGRICULTURA
Dr Renata CLARKE
Senior Officer
Food Safety and Quality Unit
Agriculture and Consumer Protection Department,
Viale delle Terme di Caracalla
00153 Rome, Italy
Tel: +39 06 5705 2010
Email: Renata.Clarke@fao.org
WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION ORGANISATION MONDIALE DE LA SANTÉ ORGANIZACIÓN MUNDIAL DE LA SALUD
Dr Kazuaki MIYAGISHIMA
Director
World Health Organization
Department of Food Safety and Zoonoses (FOS)
20, Avenue Appia, CH-1211
Geneva 27, WHO
Tel: +41 22 791 2773
Email: miyagishimak@who.int
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Mrs Catherine MULHOLLAND
Administrator, FAO/WHO Project and Fund for
Enhanced Participation in Codex (Codex Trust Fund)
World Health Organization (WHO)
Department of Food Safety and Zoonoses (FOS)
20 Avenue Appia
CH-1211 Geneva 27, SWITZERLAND
Tel: +41 22 791 3080
Email: mulhollandc@who.int
Dr Angelika TRITSCHER
Coordinator
World Health Organization (WHO)
Department of Food Safety and Zoonoses (FOS)
20 Avenue Appia
CH-1211 Geneva 27, WHO
Tel: +41 22 791 3569
Email: tritschera@who.int
LEGAL COUNSEL - CONSEILLER JURIDIQUE ASESOR JURÍDICO
Mr Ilja BETLEM
Legal Officer
Legal Office
Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO)
Viale delle Terme di Caracalla
00153 Rome, Italy
Tel: +39 06 570 52778
Email: ilja.betlem@fao.org
CODEX SECRETARIAT - SECRÉTARIAT DU CODEX
SECRETARÍA DEL CODEX
Mr Tom HEILANDT
Chair of Codex Secretariat
Viale delle Terme di Caracalla
00153 Rome, Italy
Email: tom.heilandt@fao.org
Ms Annamaria BRUNO
Senior Standards Food Officer
Viale delle Terme di Caracalla
00153 Rome, Italy
Email: annamaria.bruno@fao.org
Mr Sebastian HIELM
Senior Food Standards Officer
Viale delle Terme di Caracalla
00153 Rome, Italy
Email: sebastian.hielm@fao.org
FRENCH SECRETARIAT SECRÉTARIAT FRANÇAIS Mrs Sophie CHARLOT
Codex Contact Point
France
Secrétariat Général des Affaires Européennes
SGAE - Secteur GRAP
68 rue de Bellechasse
75700 Paris
Tel: + 33 (0)1 44 87 16 03
Email: sgae-codex-fr@sgae.gouv.fr
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Ms Flora AL HAKKAK
Stagiaire SGAE
Point de Contact Codex Français
Premier Ministre - Secrétariat Général des Affaires
Européennes (SGAE) - Secteur AGRAP
68, rue de Bellechasse
75700 Paris
Email: sgae-codex-fr@sgae.gouv.fr
Mrs Geneviève RAOUX
Organisatrice CCGP
Ministère de l’Économie et des Finances
Direction Générale de la Concurrence, de la
Consommation et de la Répression des Fraudes
59, boulevard Vincent Auriol
Télédoc 223
75703 Paris Cedex 13
Email: genevieve.raoux@dgccrf.finances.gouv.fr
Mrs Jocelyne GABEZ
Ministère de l’Agriculture, de l’Agroalimentaire et de la
Forêt
Bureau des Négociations Européennes et Multilatérales
(DGAL)
251 rue de Vaugirard
75732 Paris Cedex 15
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Appendix II

MONITORING OF THE STRATEGIC PLAN 2014-2019 IMPLEMENTATION - RESPONSES OF CCGP
Strategic Goal

Objective

Activity

Expected Outcome

Measurable
Indicators/Outputs

1: Establish
international food
standards that
address current
and emerging
food issues.

1.1: Establish
new and review
existing Codex
standards,
based on
priorities of the
CAC

1.1.1: Consistently apply
decision-making and
priority-setting criteria
across Committees to
ensure that the standards
and work areas of highest
priority are progressed in
a timely manner.

New or updated
standards are
developed in a
timely manner

- Priority setting criteria
are reviewed, revised as
required and applied.
- # of standards revised
and # of new standards
developed based on these
criteria.

Question to the Committee:
Is this activity relevant to the work of the Committee?
YES. CCGP work helps ensuring, through the development of procedures, that other Committees have the
mechanisms necessary to conduct their standard setting work effectively. In addition, the Committee has developed
risk analysis principles for application of governments and a code of ethics.
Does the Committee use any specific criteria for standards development?
CCGP utilises the criteria laid down in the Procedural Manual in its work.
Does the Committee intend to develop such criteria?
NO
1.2: Proactively
identify emerging
issues and
Member needs
and, where
appropriate,
develop relevant
food standards.

1.2.1: Develop a
systematic approach to
promote identification of
emerging issues related
to food safety, nutrition,
and fair practices in the
food trade.

Timely Codex
response to
emerging issues
and to the needs of
Members.

- Committees implement
systematic approaches for
identification of emerging
issues.
- Regular reports on
systematic approach and
emerging issues made to
the CCEXEC through the
Codex Secretariat.

Question to the Committee:
Is this activity relevant to the work of the Committee?
“Emerging issues” identified by the Commission when related to procedural and/or other general matters e.g. code
of ethics, risk analysis principles are of relevance to the Committee.
How does the Committee identify emerging issues and members needs? Is there a systematic approach? Is it
necessary to develop such an approach?
N/A
1.2.2: Develop and revise
international and regional
standards as needed, in
response to needs
identified by Members
and in response to factors
that affect food safety,
nutrition and fair practices
in the food trade.

Improved ability of
Codex to develop
standards relevant
to the needs of its
Members.

Question to the Committee:
Is this activity relevant to the work of the Committee?
The work of CCGP enables other committees to contribute to this activity.

- Input from committees
identifying and prioritizing
needs of Members.
- Report to CCEXEC from
committees on how
standards developed
address the needs of the
Members as part of critical
review process.
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Objective

Activity

Expected Outcome

Measurable
Indicators/Outputs

2: Ensure the
application of risk
analysis
principles in the
development of
Codex standards.

2.1: Ensure
consistent use of
risk analysis
principles and
scientific advice.

2.1.1: Use the scientific
advice of the joint
FAO/WHO expert bodies
to the fullest extent
possible in food safety and
nutrition standards
development based on the
“Working Principles of Risk
Analysis for Application in
the Framework of the
Codex Alimentarius”.

Scientific advice
consistently taken
into account by all
relevant committees
during the standard
setting process.

-. # of times the need for
scientific advice is:
- identified,
- requested and,
- utilized in a timely
manner.

Question to the Committee:
Is this activity relevant to the work of the Committee?
CCGP has developed and updated the Working Principles for Risk Analysis for Application in the Framework of the
Codex Alimentarius and risk analysis definitions, on the basis of FAO/WHO experts’ advice. CCGP also ensures the
consistency of the risk analysis principles developed by various committees.
Does the committee request scientific advice in course of its work, how often does it request such advice?
(see above)
Does the committee always use the scientific advice, if not, why not?
(see above)
2.1.2: Encourage
Increase in scientific - # of scientists and
engagement of scientific
and technical
technical experts as part
and technical expertise of experts at the
of Member delegations.
Members and their
national level
- # of scientists and
representatives in the
contributing to the
technical experts
development of Codex
development of
providing appropriate
standards.
Codex standards.
input to country positions.
Question to the Committee:
Is this activity relevant to the work of the Committee? YES
How do members make sure that the necessary scientific input is given into country positions and that the
composition of the national delegation allows to adequately present and discuss this position? What guidance could
be given by the Committee or FAO and WHO?
N/A
2.1.3: Ensure that all
Enhanced
- # of committee
relevant factors are fully
identification, and
documents identifying all
considered in exploring
documentation of all relevant factors guiding
risk management options relevant factors
risk management
in the context of Codex
considered by
recommendations.
standard development.
committees during
- # of committee
the development of documents clearly
Codex standards.
reflecting how those
relevant factors were
considered in the context
of standards development.
Question to the Committee:
Is this activity relevant to the work of the Committee? How does the Committee ensure that all relevant factors have
been taken into account when developing a standard and how are these documented?
YES.
CCGP elaborates procedures that guide the work of committees on standard development; in particular the Working
Principles for Risk Analysis for Application in the Framework of the Codex Alimentarius, provide guidance to ensure
that food safety and health aspects of Codex standards and related texts are based on risk analysis.
According to the Principles, risk management should follow a structured approach including preliminary risk
management activities, evaluation of risk management options, monitoring and review of the decision taken and
require a transparent, consistent and fully documented risk management process, and a presentation of the conclusion
of the risk assessment before making final proposals or decisions on the available risk management options.
In conducting its work in developing risk management principles and guidelines, the CCGP is bound by the
Procedural Manual and the Codex mandate and, thus, only takes into consideration legitimate factors relevant to
the health protection of consumers and to the promotion of fair practices in food trade.
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Activity

Expected Outcome

Measurable
Indicators/Outputs

2.1.4: Communicate the
risk management
recommendations to all
interested parties.

Risk management
recommendations
are effectively
communicated and
disseminated to all
interested parties.

- # of web publication/
communications relaying
Codex standards.
- # of media releases
disseminating Codex
standards.

Question to the Committee:
Is this activity relevant to the work of the Committee?
The Working Principles for Risk Analysis for Application in the Framework of the Codex Alimentarius also address
the aspect of risk communication. In particular that that risk communication should promote understanding,
consistency and transparency of the risk analysis process, and enhance trust and confidence in the safety of food
supply.
When taking a risk management decision, does the committee give guidance to members how to communicate
this decision? Would more consideration of this be helpful to members?
(See above)
3: Facilitate the
effective
participation of
all Codex
Members.

3.1: Increase the
effective
participation of
developing
countries in
Codex.

3.1.5: To the extent
possible, promote the use
of the official languages of
the Commission in
committees and working
groups.

Active participation
of Members in
committees and
working groups.

- Report on number of
committees and working
groups using the
languages of the
Commission

Question to the Committee:
Is this activity relevant to the work of the Committee?
YES
Is the use of official languages in working groups of the committee sufficient?
YES, CCGP tries to use as many languages as possible in WGs in order to facilitate members' participation.
What are the factors determining the choice of languages?
This mainly depends on the Member chairing the WG.
How could the situation be improved?
For example by increasing the opportunities of co-chairing of the WG as co-chairing countries can assist in the
translation in other languages.
3.2: Promote
capacity
development
programs that
assist countries
in creating
sustainable
national Codex
structures.

3.2.3: Where practical, the
use of Codex meetings as
a forum to effectively
conduct educational and
technical capacity building
activities.

Enhancement of the -. # of activities hosted on
opportunities to
the margins of Codex
conduct concurrent meetings.
activities to
maximize use of the
resources of Codex
and Members.

Question to the Committee:
Is this activity relevant to the work of the Committee?
YES.
Does the Committee organize technical capacity activities or other activities in the margins of Committee
sessions? If yes – how many and with which topics have been organized in the past.
Activities organised in the margin of CCGP have included workshops for Chairpersons and meetings on the
Codex Trust Fund.
If no – could this be useful and what topics could be addressed?
The large audience of CCGP, which include governments representatives responsible of the implementation of
Codex, FAO and WHO representatives, a numbers of observers, and the topics in the CCGP agenda would
justify the organisation of educational and capacity development activities aiming at promoting a common
understanding of the subject and consensus building.
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Strategic Goal

Objective

Activity

Expected Outcome

Measurable
Indicators/Outputs

4: Implement
effective and
efficient work
management
systems and
practices.

4.1: Strive for an
effective,
efficient,
transparent, and
consensus
based standard
setting process.

4.1.4: Ensure timely
distribution of all Codex
working documents in the
working languages of the
Committee/Commission.

Codex documents
distributed in a more
timely manner
consistent with
timelines in the
Procedural Manual.

- Baseline Ratio (%)
established for documents
distributed at least 2
months prior to versus
less than 2 months prior
to a scheduled meeting.
- Factors that potentially
delay the circulation of
documents identified and
addressed.
- An increase in the ratio
(%) of documents
circulated 2 months or
more prior to meetings.

Question to the Committee:
Is this activity relevant to the work of the Committee?
YES. This activity is relevant to all Codex committees and in particular the Committee has developed relevant
procedural guidance.
Does the Committee have a mechanism in place to ensure timely distribution of documents? What could be done
to further improve the situation?
The requirement for timely distribution of documents already is stated in the Procedural Manual. Timely
distribution of documents in all languages promote participation in and ensure transparency of the Codex
process. A process to analyse the issues and to identify the root cause and possible mechanisms to address this
issues is ongoing in Codex.
4.1.5: Increase the
scheduling of Work
Group meetings in
conjunction with
Committee
meetings.

Improved efficiency
in use of resources
by Codex
committees and
Members.

- # of physical working
group meetings in
conjunction with
committee meetings,
where appropriate.

Question to the Committee:
Is this activity relevant to the work of the Committee?
YES
Does the Committee hold physical working groups independent of Committee sessions? If yes – why is this
necessary?
NO. Currently CCGP has not established physical Working Groups independently of Committee sessions and it
will make every effort to ensure that future PWG will be held in conjunction with this Committee.
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Objective

Activity

Expected Outcome

Measurable
Indicators/Outputs

4.2: Enhance
capacity to arrive
at consensus in
standards
setting process.

4.2.1: Improve the
understanding of Codex
Members and delegates
of the importance of and
approach to consensus
building of Codex work.

Members and
delegates
awareness of the
importance of
consensus in the
Codex standard
setting process
improved.

- Training material on
guidance to achieve
consensus developed and
made available in the
languages of the
Commission to delegates.
- Regular dissemination of
existing material to
Members through Codex
Contact Points.
- Delegate training
programs held in
association with Codex
meetings.
- Impediments to
consensus being
achieved in Codex
identified and analysed
and additional guidance
developed to address
such impediments, if
necessary.

Question to the Committee:
Is this activity relevant to the work of the Committee?
YES. Consensus-based decision making is one of the basic values of Codex work. The Committee has
developed procedural guidance to facilitate consensus.
Are there problems with finding consensus in the Committee? If yes – what are the impediments to consensus?
What has been attempted and what more could be done?
In the past, consensus building on some topics has taken considerable time. Every attempt to facilitate
consensus should be guided by the measures outlined in the Procedural Manual
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Appendix III
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE TERMS OF REFERENCE OF THE COMMITTEE ON GENERAL
PRINCIPLES
(for approval)
Please Note: New text is presented in underlined font; and deleted text in strikethrough font
To deal with such procedural and general matters as are referred to it by the Codex Alimentarius
Commission, including:
-

the review or endorsement of procedural provisions/texts forwarded by other subsidiary bodies for
inclusion in the Procedural Manual of the Codex Alimentarius Commission; and

-

the consideration and recommendation of other amendments to the Procedural Manual.

Such matters have included the establishment of the General Principles which define the purpose and scope
of the Codex Alimentarius, the nature of Codex standards and the forms of acceptance by countries of
Codex standards; the development of Guidelines for Codex Committees; the development of a mechanism
for examining any economic impact statements submitted by governments concerning possible implications
for their economies of some of the individual standards or some of the provisions thereof; the establishment
of a Code of Ethics for the International Trade in Food.”
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Appendix IV

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE PROCEDURES FOR THE ELABORATION OF CODEX
STANDARDS AND RELATED TEXTS
(for approval)
Please Note: New text is presented in underlined font
Part 2. Critical Review
Proposal to undertake New Work or to Revise a Standard
Para.1 (sixth bullet)
-

Information on the relation between the proposal and other existing Codex documents as well as other
ongoing Codex work ;

Para.3 (after second bullet)
-

Advice on the need for coordination of work between relevant Codex subsidiary bodies;

