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SUMMARY AND STATUS OF WORK 

Responsible 
Party 

Purpose Text/Topic Paragraph 

Codex Secretariat Action 

1. CCGP33 requested the Secretariat to take into 
consideration suggestions regarding translation for the 
current edition, and proposals for the format of future 
editions, including the availability of print-ready formats. 

2. CCGP33 encouraged the Codex Secretariat to work 
towards a fully digital version of the Procedural Manual 
(PM) and continue to advise CCGP on any further 
possible changes to the PM for consideration by the 
Members. 

35 

 

CAC46 Approval 

3. CCGP33 agreed to recommend that CAC46 approve:  

o the move of Section 6 (Membership of the Codex 
Alimentarius Commission) of the PM to the Codex 
website with a link to the list provided in the PM, 
thereby ensuring that the list could be updated 
without issuing new editions of the PM; and 

o the changes to the PM as listed in Appendix II of 
REP23/GP to align with modern technologies and 
current practices 

36 i. 

Host Secretariats 

Codex Secretariat 

CAC46 

Action 

Referral 

CCGP33 agreed to ask the host secretariats to review 
the procedures in section 3 of the PM, Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies, to identify text to be updated, in line 
with current practices; to request the Codex Secretariat 
to circulate any proposed changes for comments by the 
Members; and to recommend to CAC46 that this issue 
be referred to CCGP. 

36 ii. 

CAC46 

Codex Secretariat 

Approval 

Action 

CCGP33 agreed to ask for the approval of CAC46 to 
issue a Circular Letter soliciting proposals from 
Members on inconsistencies in language, and 
superseded content of the PM, apart from section 3, for 
consideration by a future session of CAC for possible 
referral to CCGP. 

36 iii. 

PWG 

CCGP34 

Review  

Consideration 

CCGP33 agreed that a PWG may be established in 
conjunction with CCGP34 to consider proposals for 
updates to Section 3 of the PM and comments received 
thereon and any other possible updates to the PM 
identified by the Codex Secretariat, and to prepare a 
revised proposal for consideration by the plenary 
session of CCGP34. 

36 iv. 

Codex Secretariat 

CCGP34 

Action 

Consideration  

CCGP33 requested the Codex Secretariat to prepare a 
Circular Letter for distribution to all Members and 
Observers to collect comments on the proposed 
amendments included in Appendix III of REP23/GP, for 
consideration by CCGP34. 

69 iii. 

Codex Secretariat Action 

CCGP33 agreed to inform other Codex committees of 
the ongoing work to amend Section 2 part 7 of the PM 
to better align with current practices in Codex and 
international publishing standards.  

69 iv. 

Codex Secretariat Consideration 

4. CCGP33 agreed to defer review of a possible 
amendment to the Codex Rules of Procedure allowing 
virtual sessions of the Commission, noting that this 
should not be for an indefinite time period. 

80 i. 
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Responsible 
Party 

Purpose Text/Topic Paragraph 

FAO/WHO Action 

5. CCGP33 requested FAO and WHO to inform 
CCGP34 on their possible plans to amend their 
rules of procedure to include virtual meetings of 
their Governing Bodies, including decision-
making modalities such as voting. 

80 ii. 

Codex Secretariat 

CCEXEC 

CCGP 

Consideration 

6. CCGP33 requested the Codex Secretariat to 
collect information and data on the participation 
of NGOs with Observer Status with Codex, to 
identify and analyze barriers to participation of 
these NGOs including civil society, and to 
present the results at the relevant sessions of 
CCEXEC and CCGP following the next Review 
of NGOs with Observer Status, currently 
scheduled for 2026. 

86 i. 

FAO and WHO, 
United Kingdom 

Action 

CCGP33 requested FAO and WHO to organize 
a workshop on practical toolkits to promote the 
use of Codex standards and guidelines at the 
margins of CCGP34, together with the United 
Kingdom and other Members interested. 

93 ii. 

Codex Secretariat 

Chairpersons 
Action 

CCGP33 encouraged the Codex Secretariat to 
continue strengthening the critical review 
process with active participation of Chairpersons 
both in regard to providing written comments and 
informal meetings with the Chairperson and 
Vice-Chairpersons prior to CCEXEC, 
and encouraged Chairpersons to participate in 
CAC so that they can intervene as need be 
during the discussions on items from their 
committees. 

99 ii., iii. 
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INTRODUCTION 

1. The Codex Committee on General Principles (CCGP) held its Thirty-third session (CCGP33) in Bordeaux, 
France, from 2 to 6 October 2023, at the kind invitation of the Government of France. Mr Jean-Luc Angot, 
General Inspector of Veterinary Public Health at the French Ministry for Agriculture and Food, France, chaired 
the session, which was attended by 50 Member Countries, one Member Organization and 7 Observer 
organizations. The list of participants is included in Appendix I. The session was also webcast.  

OPENING1 

2. The Chairperson welcomed the delegates and opened the meeting. 

3. H.E. Marc Fesneau, Minister of Agriculture and Food Sovereignty, France, addressed CCGP33 stressing that it 
was essential that the scientific methodology used for risk assessment was constantly updated considering 
innovations in the sector, so that the Codex Alimentarius could remain a reference point in the food standard 
setting field. The Minister concluded his intervention by recalling the 60th anniversary of Codex, noting the 
importance of adapting with confidence and serenity to emerging global challenges while meeting consumer 
expectations. 

4. H.E. Olivier Becht, Minister Delegate for Foreign Trade, Economic Attractiveness and French Nationals Abroad, 
also addressed CCGP33 recalling the importance of the standardization work to support international trade 
based on common rules. The Minister concluded his intervention by stressing that everyone had the duty to 
guarantee the sustainability of food production and consumption practices as they would directly contribute to 
defining the future of agriculture, food and international trade. 

5. Ms Catherine Bessy, Senior Food Safety Officer, Food Systems and Food Safety Division, Food and Agriculture 
Organization of the United Nations (FAO) and Mr Moez Sanaa, Unit Head, Standards and Scientific Advice on 
Food and Nutrition, World Health Organization (WHO), welcomed the attendees on behalf of FAO and WHO, 
respectively. The meeting was also addressed by Mr Diego Varela, acting Chairperson, Codex Alimentarius 
Commission (CAC) and Ms Sarah Cahill, Senior Food Standards Officer, Codex Secretariat. 

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (Agenda Item 1)2 

6. CCGP33 adopted the provisional agenda as its agenda for the session and agreed to consider the following 
topics under Agenda Item 8 (Other Business) subject to the availability of time: 

 Discussion paper on practical toolkits to promote the use of Codex Standards and Guidelines (CRD02); 
and 

 Proposed changes to the Procedural Manual (CRD03). 

7. CCGP33 noted the request presented by the Regional Coordinator for Latin America and the Caribbean 
(CCLAC) to have working documents available in all languages, at least two months prior to the relevant Codex 
meeting, in line with the provisions set forth in the Codex Procedural Manual (PM). 

8. CCGP33 agreed to consider, if need be, the establishment of an in-session working group open to all Members 
and Observers, working in English, French and Spanish to consider the proposed changes to the PM under 
agenda item 5 and to prepare a report for consideration by the plenary. 

MATTERS ARISING FROM THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION AND ITS SUBSIDIARY BODIES 
(Agenda item 2)3 

9. The Codex Secretariat presented a summary of the matters that were for information and highlighted that the 
three matters for action would be addressed under items 7, 6 and 5, respectively. It was clarified that the 
Electronic Working Group (EWG) handbook under preparation by the Codex Secretariat was at an advanced 
stage of development and undergoing a final review within the Secretariat before publication. As requested by 
CCEXEC, it would be shared with all committees once published. 

10. Members welcomed the information provided and expressed a range of views on it, including as follows: 

 the relevance of the side-event at CCGP33 as one of the means of informal consultation on a Model for 
future Codex work; 

                                                           
1 CRD26 (Opening remarks). 
2 CX/GP 23/33/1; CRD02 (United Kingdom); CRD03 (China); CRD15 (CCLAC Coordinator, Argentina, Brazil, Costa Rica, 
Bolivia, Chile, Colombia, Cuba, Ecuador, El Salvador, Honduras, Nicaragua, Panamá, Paraguay, Perú, Uruguay, and 
Trinidad and Tobago). 
3 CX/GP 23/33/2; CRD05 (European Union, Kenya, and United Republic of Tanzania); CRD16 (Senegal); CRD20 (Nigeria); 
CRD24 (Brazil). 
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 the need to revisit the guidance on virtual participation to in-person meetings for optimal clarity; 

 the importance of not deviating from the statutes of Codex in the work on the Future of Codex, so as 
not to overlap with the mandate of other multilateral organizations while still recognizing that Codex 
needs to be able to adapt to new challenges; 

 the structure and procedures that already exist within Codex were sufficient to handle any new work 
proposals related to new food sources and production systems; 

 the importance of addressing the request from CCEXEC to the Codex Secretariat on new work 
proposals, including stocktaking on prioritization mechanisms, which could identify any gaps and 
inconsistencies for further consideration; 

 the follow-up on the review of procedures for new work proposals would be most appropriately 
undertaken by CCGP; 

 the need for a more balanced allocation of work within the CAC subsidiary bodies, specifically 
concerning CCGP, which also could help alleviate the workload of CCEXEC, while recognizing the value 
of the work undertaken by CCEXEC;  

 CCEXEC had through its Members and regional coordinators adequate global representation and its 
Members acted in the interest of the CAC as a whole, while others pointed to its restricted membership; 

 CCGP could be a potential venue for discussion of the prioritization mechanism for new work proposal 
and would welcome a document at a future session of CCGP; 

 the need to provide Members more support and capacity in understanding Codex procedures;  

 the lateness of the documents for CCGP and other committees, in particular the translated documents, 
caused challenges for proper meeting preparation. The Coordinator for Europe stated that the increased 
workload in CCEXEC in combination with a persistent lateness of documents hindered regional 
coordinators in undertaking regional consultations in advance of CCEXEC meetings which were not 
webcast; and 

 the guidelines on EWGs and Physical Working Groups (PWGs) in the PM were outdated and no longer 
aligned with the current working practices.  

11. The Codex Secretariat noted that the requested work on prioritization mechanisms for new work proposals and 
work on a delegates’ handbook were on the 2024 Codex Secretariat's work plan, and informed CCGP33 that 
the Codex Secretariat aimed to make the EWG handbook available by the end of 2023. 

12. Regarding the late availability of working documents, the Codex Secretariat explained that this was a result of 
a heavy Codex schedule combined with unexpected changes to human resources, and noted that issues such 
as the meeting schedule and the potential role of new technology could be further considered in discussions on 
the future of Codex as a means to enhance efficiency.  

Conclusion  

13. CCGP33 noted the matters for information as contained in document CX/GP 23/33/2.  

INFORMATION ON ACTIVITIES OF FAO AND WHO RELEVANT TO THE WORK OF CCGP  

(Agenda item 3)4 

14. The Representative of FAO introduced the item providing an update on the implementation of the Codex Trust 
Fund (CTF) 2, the new Codex e-learning course, and the UN Food Systems Summit +2 Stocktaking Moment. 
The Representative highlighted the endorsement of the FAO Strategic Priorities for Food Safety by FAOs 
Governing Bodies, noting their complementarity to the WHO Global Food Safety Strategy and the ongoing 
collaboration between the Organizations. In addition, the Representative informed CCGP33 of the outcome of 
the FAO Conference including the re-appointment of the Director- General Dr QU Dongyu and noted the FAO 
Council had reaffirmed FAO’s role in agrifood systems transformation. 

15. The Representative of WHO highlighted the “Triple Billion” targets of the WHO 13th General Programme of 
Work, noting that food safety contributed to the target of one billion enjoying better health. The Representative 
emphasized the ongoing efforts to implement the WHO Global Strategy for Food Safety, including the challenges 
to identify good indicators of improved food safety, and the work underway to update the estimates on the global 
burden of foodborne diseases.  

                                                           
4 CX/GP 23/33/3; CRD06 (Kenya and United Republic of Tanzania); CRD12 (Uruguay); CRD17 (Burundi); CRD19 (Ghana); 
CRD20 (Nigeria); CRD24 (Brazil). 
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16. Members expressed their general appreciation for the work of FAO and WHO and made the following comments: 

 noted that the CTF was a valuable means to support effective participation of eligible Members in Codex 
work, and enhance their food safety work in general; 

 noted that the implementation of the results of the mid-term evaluation was an important step in 
improving the CTF; 

 requested information on whether CTF beneficiary countries could expect further support from CTF in 
the future;    

 suggested that both new and experienced delegates to Codex would benefit from taking the new Codex 
e-learning course, and requested that attention be given to: (i) making the courses available in 
languages other than English; (ii) updating and further developing the courses to cover additional topics 
related to Codex work; and (iii) that course participants be given the opportunity to provide feedback;   

 requested that the joint FAO/WHO scientific advice programme remain prominent in the agendas of 
both organizations as it was fundamental for the standard-setting work of Codex, and recalled the 
necessity of sustainable funding mechanisms; and  

 requested information on the reorganization of the Codex Secretariat and in particular on the procedure 
that would be followed for the appointment of a new Codex Secretary. They also expressed concerns 
on the independence of the Codex Secretariat and its budget. 

17. The Representative of FAO informed CCGP33 of the FAO Director-General’s vision for Codex being positioned 
more centrally in FAOs work, noting that his adjustments to the FAO Programme of Work and Budget would be 
discussed by the 137th Session of the Programme Committee (6-10 November 2023), and finalised by the 
174th Session of the FAO Council (4-8 December 2023). Neither the independence of the Codex Secretariat, 
nor its budgetary allocation were expected to change. The position of the Codex Secretary was currently open 
for applications and the selection would follow FAO policies and procedures for selection of staff at this level, 
and would involve WHO. 

18. The WHO Representative expressed gratitude to Members for their positive feedback and for the funding 
provided to the CTF and the scientific advice programme. The Representative reaffirmed the willingness of FAO 
and WHO to continue with the efficient implementation of CTF projects, the provision of Codex e-learning, tools 
to support building capacities and the effective participation of Member States in Codex activities, such as data 
generation and risk assessment. Regarding WHOs sustainable financing of scientific advice, the Representative 
informed CCGP33 that efforts were underway to secure a new and more sustainable funding mechanism which 
would be subject to consideration of the World Health Assembly, and in the interim WHO will continue to rely on 
the voluntary contributions of Member States. 

Conclusion 

19. CCGP33: 

 noted the information provided by FAO and WHO; and 

 expressed appreciation for: 

o the Codex e-learning course and other training initiatives related to Codex; 

o the CTF, which supported effective participation in Codex work, and food safety work in general, for 
beneficiary countries; and looked forward to the implementation of the results of the recent mid-
term evaluation of the CTF; and  

o the work of the joint FAO and WHO scientific advice programme, and requested both Organizations 
to continue efforts to secure sustainable funding for the programme which was fundamental to the 
standard-setting work of Codex.  

CODEX PROCEDURAL MANUAL: PRESENTATION OF NEW FORMAT AND OBSERVATIONS ON 
CONSISTENCY AND SUPERSEDED CONTENT (Agenda item 4)5 

20. The Codex Secretariat introduced the document recalling that the project, as presented at CCGP32, focused 
initially on the digitization of the PM. The Codex Secretariat further explained several editorial and formatting 
inconsistencies needed to be addressed before undertaking any work on this digitization, and that was the focus 
of the work to date.  

                                                           
5 CX/GP 23/33/4; CRD07 (European Union, Kenya, Russian Federation, Uganda, and United Republic of Tanzania); CRD12 
(Uruguay); CRD13 (El Salvador); CRD14 (India); CRD16 (Senegal); CRD17 (Burundi); CRD19 (Ghana); CRD20 (Nigeria); 
CRD21 (Malaysia); CRD22 (South Africa). 
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21. The Codex Secretariat presented the new format and layout of the PM, noting that among the new features 
introduced, were a foreword to give more visibility to the major additions/changes included in the new version 
of the PM, and additional front and end matter sections, e.g. list of abbreviations, to facilitate easier navigation 
and usability.  

22. The Codex Secretariat further explained that: (i) Section 3 of CX/GP 23/33/4 included a list of items that could 
be removed from the PM, such as references to hard copies of documents and fax numbers, or revised for 
consistency, such as references to the Codex Secretariat; and (ii) Appendix 2 presented a list of related changes 
that could contribute to the overall improvement of the PM, but as these went beyond editorial changes, they 
were presented for review by CCGP. 

23. The Codex Secretariat highlighted efforts underway to ensure that the Arabic, Chinese and Russian versions of 
the PM would be shortly available, as well as all previous editions of the PM in all languages. 

Discussion 

24. Members welcomed the work carried out by the Codex Secretariat and made the following comments: 

Translation of the PM 

25. Members noted some discrepancies in the translations of the French and Spanish versions of the PM, and 
requested the Codex Secretariat to consider their proposals to further improve such versions. The Coordinator 
for Near East also noted that accelerating the translation process for all languages, including Arabic, would be 
helpful to further engage with Members from the different Codex regions. 

26. The Codex Secretariat welcomed all comments related to translation, informing that such comments would be 
addressed in collaboration with the FAO translation unit.   

Digitization of the PM 

27. Members expressed support to the full digitization of the PM, and made proposals for ease of reference. 

Sections to be removed from the PM 

28. Members supported the proposal to move the List of Members to the Codex website, and to include hyperlinks 
to the list. Members requested that the List of Codex Committees be retained in the PM as this also contained 
the Terms of Reference for Committees. 

New format of the PM  

29. Members expressed satisfaction with the new format of the PM, and requested the following to be considered 
in the current or future editions as appropriate: 

 the use of larger fonts; 

 the correction of broken hyperlinks and page numbering errors in the table of contents;  

 the addition of the year of adoption of the various sections, including amendments to those sections 
where relevant, under the headings within each section; and 

 the inclusion of hyperlinks to e.g. other relevant Codex texts in the PM. 

30. In response to several Members’ requests, the Codex Secretariat clarified that typos, errors in page numbering 
and broken hyperlinks would be fixed in the current version of the PM, and confirmed that the organigram of 
CAC would be included on the Codex website.  

Paragraph numbering of the PM 

31. Members expressed appreciation for the addition of paragraph numbers, and suggested that this could be 
modified to avoid re-numbering the entire PM when a sub-section was modified, added or removed. This would 
benefit users as cross-references to paragraph numbers would be minimally impacted by modifications to the 
PM. 

Printable version of the PM  

32. Members requested the Codex Secretariat to ensure availability of a print-ready format of the PM taking into 
consideration ease of legibility.  

Appendix II 

33. In response to the request for clarification of paragraph 4.2 in CX/GP 23/33/4 regarding future changes to the 
PM prepared directly by the Codex Secretariat, the Codex Secretariat clarified that such changes would not 
relate to a substantive review of the PM, but ongoing identification of outdated content, and that all further 
changes would be submitted for consideration by future sessions of CCGP. 
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34. Members agreed with the proposed changes in Appendix II with the following additions and clarifications. 

Section 2:  

 Paragraph 54: The word “seek” replaced “ask” in the first line of the paragraph for clarity. 

Section 3:  

 Paragraph 7: Replaced “equipment” with “tools” after information technology to clarify that it covered both 
hardware and software. In response to a concern from a Member, the Codex Secretariat clarified that the use 
of “information technology” provided flexibility on technology needed to work on documents. 

 Paragraph 16: A Member requested to remove the phrase “A copy should be sent also to the Secretary, CAC, 
Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme, FAO, Rome” as in their view it was anachronistic due to the 
implementation of the Online Registration System (ORS) by the Codex Secretariat. Some Members requested 
to keep this information in the current version of the text as it helped to clarify the recipient of the copy, while 
other Members proposed to delete reference to the Chairperson of the relevant Codex Committee as such 
practice was no longer followed. The Codex Secretariat clarified that such changes could not be proposed at 
this stage, as it was necessary to clarify how they would impact the standard wording of invitations to Codex 
meetings, which were sent on behalf of the Directors-General of FAO and WHO.  

 Paragraph 22: Revised the text to indicate that papers for a session of Codex Committees should be made 
available on the Codex website, and removed reference to whom documents should be distributed, as the 
documents would be publicly available. The language was revised to clarify that responsible parties for making 
the papers available on the Codex website were the host country secretariats in collaboration with the Codex 
Secretariat.  

 Paragraph 28: Deleted paragraph 28 as a direct consequence to the changes introduced in paragraph 22, i.e. 
having Codex documents available on the Codex website accessible to anyone. 

 Paragraph 37: Changed the word “webpage” to “website”. 

 Paragraph 117: Moved the word “host” before secretariat for clarity. 

 Paragraph 118: Replaced “distributed” with “made available electronically” to better describe current practices, 
e.g. availability via the Codex website and the EWG platform. 

 Paragraph 142: Replaced “by email” with “submitted contributions electronically” to better align with current 
practices. 

Conclusion 

35. CCGP33: 

 commended the Codex Secretariat on the new format for the PM and requested the Secretariat to take into 
consideration suggestions regarding translation for the current edition, and proposals for the format of future 
editions, including the availability of print-ready formats; and 

 encouraged the Codex Secretariat to work towards a fully digital version of the PM and continue to advise CCGP 
on any further possible changes to the PM for consideration by the Members.  

36. CCGP33 agreed: 

i. to recommend that CAC46 approve:  

o the move of Section 6 (Membership), Membership of the Codex Alimentarius Commission of the PM to the 
Codex website with a link to the list provided in the PM, thereby ensuring that the list could be updated without 
issuing new editions of the PM; and 

o the changes to the PM as listed in Appendix II of REP23/GP.  

ii. to ask the host secretariats to review the procedures in section 3 of the PM, Guidelines for subsidiary bodies, 
to identify text to be updated, in line with current practices; to request the Codex Secretariat to circulate any 
proposed changes for comments by the Members; and to recommend to CAC46 that this issue be referred to 
CCGP;  

iii. to ask for the approval of CAC46 to issue a Circular Letter soliciting proposals from Members on inconsistencies 
in language, and superseded content of the PM, apart from section 3, for consideration by a future session of 
CAC for possible referral to CCGP; and 

iv. that a PWG may be established in conjunction with CCGP34, chaired by the United  States of America and co-
chaired by France, working in English (and French and Spanish, resources permitting), to consider proposals 
for updates to Section 3 of the PM and comments received thereon and any other possible updates to the PM 
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identified by the Codex Secretariat, and to prepare a revised proposal for consideration by the plenary session 
of CCGP34.  

CODEX PROCEDURAL MANUAL: PROPOSED UPDATE TO THE GUIDE TO THE PROCEDURE FOR THE 
AMENDMENT AND REVISION OF CODEX STANDARDS AND RELATED TEXTS (Agenda item 5)6 

37. The Codex Secretariat provided the background to this item, noting the opportunity it presented to clarify the 
types of modifications that can be made to Codex texts, the process by which they were made, as well how 
traceability of modifications could be improved. Noting that the aim was also to improve the way in which Codex 
texts were published, the Codex Secretariat informed CCGP33 that they had worked closely with FAO’s Office 
of Communications and Publishing (OCCP), in consultation with WHO, to advise on international best practices 
and how they could be applied to Codex. 

38. The Representative of FAO’s OCCP provided an overview of the analysis undertaken and recommendations 
made with regard to updating the Guide to the Procedure for the Amendment and Revision of Codex Standards 
and Related Texts. The Representative7 introduced the three new categories of modifications to Codex texts, 
correction, amendment and new edition, and addressed the benefits and essential elements of the proposal 
along with the reasons for publishing with FAO. The Representative explained how an analysis of 100 
amendments and revisions to Codex texts confirmed the inconsistent approach to amendments and revisions 
and their traceability, and thus reinforced the stated priorities of the proposal. Proposed definitions for correction, 
amendment and new edition were accompanied by an explanation of how the corrigendum should be structured 
in corrections, how amendments will be tracked, and an argument for why the term “new edition” is more fit-for-
purpose than “revision”. 

39. With regard to the publication of Codex texts, the Representative explained how a new first edition for each text 
could be established, in order to convert the publishing process of Codex texts to the proposed new system. 
The Representative also delineated the universal changes that would be applied to the cover and copyright 
page of each text within the new design and layout.  

40. CCGP33 was further informed that as a body of FAO and WHO, Codex was required to publish all publications 
in the lead publisher’s (FAOs) document repository. Codex’ standards and related texts were therefore subject 
to FAO copyright. Furthermore, the benefits from publishing through FAO, included greater visibility through 
wider availability, metadata harvesting and links between FAO publications, such as different editions and 
languages of the same publication. Added benefits came from the addition of Digital Object Identifiers (DOIs) to 
all Codex texts. A DOI was added as a URL to a text and could be used to track all social media mentions, 
downloads, sources in other documents, and other metrics to measure the impact and reach of a publication. 

Discussion on the proposed approach 

41. Members expressed appreciation for the detailed explanation on the proposed approach and sought a number 
of additional explanations and clarifications which were provided as follows: 

 while time was needed to prepare standards in the new format, the Secretariat aimed to establish 
workflows to prepare proposed texts to the extent possible in advance of CAC to reduce publishing time 
once the standards were adopted; once finalized, publishing through FAO took approximately a week 
and processes were being put in place to reduce this. As a result, it was expected that the change in 
format should not delay publication of adopted texts; 

 the proposed publication model would not impact Members’ access to the standards nor prevent them 
from freely using the standards, as the copyright licence8 carried by FAO texts meant there was only a 
commercial use restriction. Furthermore, FAOs official repository for all its publications was fully free 
and open access and promoted the unhindered flow of knowledge as it amplified FAO’s scientific and 
technical impact; 

 texts published by FAO would be linked from the Codex website to the FAO repository to better track 
metrics, while at the same time continuing to provide Members with a unique location from which to 
download Codex texts; 

 with regard to the International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC) not having editions of its standards 
and that it seemed to be taking a different approach despite also having FAO as its publisher, it was 

                                                           
6 CX/GP 23/33/5; CX/GP 23/33/5 Add.1 (Comments in reply to CL 2023/80/OCS-GP); CRD8 (Kenya, Russian Federation, 
Uganda, and United Republic of Tanzania); CRD12 (Uruguay); CRD13 (El Salvador); CRD14 (India); CRD16 (Senegal); 
CRD 17(Burundi); CRD19 (Ghana); CRD20 (Nigeria); CRD22 (South Africa); CRD23 (Thailand); CRD25 (Codex Procedural 
Manual: update to the Guide to the Procedure for the Amendment and Revision of Codex Standards and Related Texts – 
UPDATE); CRD27 (presentation on the agenda item working document); CRD28 (Codex Procedural Manual: update to the 
Guide to the Procedure for the Amendment and Revision of Codex Standards and Related Texts - UPDATE 2). 
7 CRD27 (presentation on the agenda item working document). 
8 CC BY 3.0 
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clarified that the IPPC had different needs as they do not publish older versions online, and confirmed 
that IPPC was subject to FAO publishing standards; 

 regarding concerns that the use of editions would mean multiple versions of texts being online at the 
same time, and potentially creating confusion, it was noted that this was already a challenge as once 
something was published on the internet, it remained there, with old Codex texts circulating online. 
However, with version numbering, and possible modifications on the cover page of all texts, the texts 
would at least be clearly distinguished from one another, and Members were advised to access texts 
via the Codex website to ensure they were viewing the latest version; and 

 links from the FAO publication preview pages would be updated each time a new edition was published. 

42. In response to concerns from Members that proposed updates, e.g. the change in terminology from long 
standing practice in Codex, may cause confusion in Members and Observers, the Codex Secretariat clarified 
that the intent of the proposed update was not to change or further complicate the way in which modifications 
were proposed or progressed, which should remain pragmatic and not present additional burdens to Members. 
Furthermore, irrespective of whether it was a committee, Codex Secretariat or Member that proposed a 
modification, the proposal would be subject to the same procedure.  

43. The Representative of the International Standard Organization (ISO) confirmed that their approach to 
modification of their standards essentially fell into the three same categories as those proposed for Codex and 
acknowledged the complexities in achieving clarity in this area.  

Discussion on the proposed revision of the PM, Section 2, Procedures for the elaboration of Codex 
standards and related texts, Part 79  

44. CCGP33, having clarified general and overarching issues, agreed to review the proposed update to the PM, 
Section 2, Procedures for the elaboration of Codex standards and related texts, namely Introduction, paragraph 
8; Part 2 (Critical review), paragraph 12; and Part 7 (Guide to the procedure for the amendment and revision of 
Codex standards and related texts)) starting with Part 7.  

45. Over several iterations, it was agreed that throughout the text there was a need for clear, simple and consistent 
language, e.g., use of the word “modification” instead of “update” or “change”; and avoidance of repetition of 
Codex standards and related texts.  

46. In addition, CCGP33 agreed the following changes and additional clarifications of proposals were provided as 
requested. 

Paragraph 24: Redundant or repetitive text was eliminated to enhance clarity. 

Paragraph 25: Moved to after the original paragraph 29 to improve the flow of information and ensure that 
corrections, amendments and new editions were described as early as possible. Reference to informing the 
Commission of any corrections made was deleted as the record of the correction included in the corrected 
Codex text was considered to be sufficient. However, some Members indicated that the Secretariat should 
nonetheless consider how Members could be alerted when a correction was made to a standard. 

Paragraph 26: The structure of the descriptions of correction, amendment and new edition was harmonized. 
CCGP33 worked through a range of examples to refine the descriptions for corrections, amendments and new 
editions. 

Correction   

47. It was clarified that the reference to footnotes referred to the incorrect numbering or location of a footnote only, 
so as to avoid any confusion with the reference to footnotes under amendment or new edition. 

48. “Incorrect value” was revised to “incorrect transcription” to better reflect the nature of the correction. 

49. Errors in language translation was added to the list describing types of corrections. Some Members expressed 
concern that a change to the language used to translate a particular term could change the scope of the text 
and therefore went beyond a simple correction. It was clarified that every effort was made prior to publishing 
language versions to ensure the language was in line with the original language version which was considered 
the reference version. 

50. It was clarified that corrections should be minimal due to copyediting and proofreading, in advance of publication. 

51. It was confirmed that corrections would be made directly in the existing Codex standard or related text, a table 
would be included in the front of the standard listing the location and nature of corrections made, and the 
modified file would directly replace the already published version. 

                                                           
9 CX/GP 23/33/5 Appendix 1 
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Amendment 

52. Text was added to the chapeau to clarify that an amendment should not change the scope or application of a 
Codex Standard and “are not limited to” was removed to indicate a closed list of amendments. 

53. It was clarified that an explanatory footnote provided additional information to facilitate understanding of existing 
content but would not change the scope of the standard.  

54. Reference to “new data” in several bullet points was considered unclear as it may be interpreted to only refer to 
a number and the word “information” was added to indicate this was broader than just numerical values.  

55. It was clarified that a technical error related to the correction of information e.g. a temperature or pH value that 
was included in the adopted standard and subsequently determined to be wrong. Bullet 3 was simplified to refer 
to alignment of provisions in other generally applicable standards. It was further noted that the alignment work 
between general standards and commodity standards such as the alignment with the General Standard for 
Food Additives (CXS 192-1995) (GSFA) may change the scope, and footnotes inserted as a consequence of 
this alignment approach would be regarded as a new edition. 

56. Reference to “no new information or data being added” was removed in reference to methods of analysis as it 
was considered not possible to make such an amendment without new data or information. 

57. It was clarified that amendments would be made directly in the Codex standard or related text, an explanation 
of the amendments would be included in the standard itself, and the modified file would directly replace the 
already published version. 

New Edition 

58. It was clarified that the addition of data or information that would impact the application of the standard or 
changes that would impact the scope, would lead to a new edition. It was also clarified that changes to modifying 
footnotes were covered by new editions because they impacted the way the standard is used, and a separate 
description of footnote was developed to indicate this. 

59. “Changing titles of sections or subsections” was removed as it was considered insufficient to warrant a new 
edition.   

Paragraph 29  

60. No further changes were made. 

Paragraph 30  

61. Members considered the meaning of the last sentence to be unclear and that it may be interpreted to mean that 
a project document was required for any modification and that further consideration should be given to whether 
it was needed, given that it has likely been superseded by work management mechanisms in subsidiary bodies.  

Paragraph 31 

62. There was extensive discussion on whether a project document would always be needed for an amendment or 
a new edition of a Codex standard. However, given the description of amendments or new editions, it was 
recognized that a project document would not always be required. While this was the intent of the changes to 
paragraph 31a, Members noted that further clarification of this text may be necessary. 

63. It was noted that the word “Step 5” in this paragraph in the current edition of the PM was unclear. It was also 
questioned whether the option to send a modification for adoption at step 5/8 should be included in 31a but 
clarified that the text as written did not preclude any steps prior to step 8 being proposed for inclusion or omission.  

64. Further revisions may be needed to provide greater clarity on the actual process by which amendments and 
new editions were undertaken.  

Paragraph 32  

65. Changes were made to improve clarity of the paragraph to avoid repetition of the same words and clarify the 
various steps outlined therein.  

Introduction – Paragraph 8  

66. This was revised to give greater clarity on the role of the Codex Secretariat compared to that of Committees 
and details of the steps required were removed in favour of a reference to Part 7. 

Part 2 – Critical review 

67. It was noted that other paragraphs in this section may also need to be updated to align with the new terminology 
and updates to Part 7, and acknowledged that further time would be required to undertake such a review to 
ensure that any modifications did not lead to unintended consequences. 
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68. It was clarified that the process for quantitative standards, e.g. Maximum Residue Limits (MRLs), was different 
as outlined in paragraph 15. 

Conclusion  

69. CCGP33:  

 appreciated the detailed analysis and information provided with regard to the hierarchy of modification types 
proposed for publications, and in particular the version control and traceability aspects presented;    

 agreed that substantial progress had been made toward revising Part 7 of the PM for corrections, amendments 
and new editions, noted that other paragraphs of the PM may need to be reviewed for consistency, and agreed 
that additional time was needed to review the proposed revisions in depth;   

 requested the Codex Secretariat to prepare a Circular Letter for distribution to all Members and Observers to 
collect comments on the proposed amendments included in Appendix III of REP23/GP, for consideration by 
CCGP34; and  

 agreed to inform other Codex committees of the ongoing work to update Section 2, Procedures for the 
elaboration of Codex standards and related texts, Part 7 of the PM to better align with current practices in Codex 
and international publishing standards.  

REVIEW AND POSSIBLE AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES OF PROCEDURE ON SESSIONS OF THE 
COMMISSION (Agenda item 6)10 

Introduction 

70. The Codex Secretariat introduced the item recalling that during the COVID-19 pandemic it was considered 
necessary to explore alternative arrangements for Codex meetings, such as virtual meetings, in order to ensure 
the continuity of essential work, taking into account the special arrangements that FAO and WHO had put in 
place for their respective governing bodies’ meetings. The Members of the Commission endorsed proposals in 
2020 and 2021, respectively, to hold CAC43 (2020) and CAC44 (2021) virtually and to suspend certain rules of 
the Codex Rules of Procedure, incompatible with a virtual meeting of CAC.  

71. CAC44 (2021) “recommended that Rule XI (7) and (8) continue to be interpreted in a manner that includes a 
virtual setting with respect to sessions of Codex Subsidiary Bodies including CCEXEC and that application of 
this should take into consideration the criteria outlined by CCEXEC8011”, thereby allowing all subsidiary bodies 
to be convened virtually when necessary to ensure work continuity. The same interpretation, however, was not 
extended to the Commission.   

72. Following consideration of the interim report prepared by the subcommittee of CCEXEC on the Future of Codex, 
CAC45 “requested the Codex Secretariat to consult with the FAO and WHO Legal Offices on a possible 
amendment to the rules of procedure allowing the Commission to take place virtually if needed and to prepare 
a paper on this specific issue for consideration by CCGP33, which in turn should advise CAC46”.   

73. The Representative of the Legal Office of WHO noted that the temporary arrangements put in place during the 
COVID-19 pandemic, allowed work continuity, but also highlighted procedural issues with virtual meetings. As 
the supreme body of Codex, the Commission was called upon to make decisions that apply to the entire Codex 
membership. Therefore, to best carry out its role, the Commission needed to be able to rely on all modalities of 
decision-making. During virtual sessions of the Commission, there were limitations on voting. In the view of FAO 
and WHO, secret ballot voting was currently not feasible in a virtual session due to questions about maintenance 
of the integrity and security of such votes. Even a show of hands vote would be difficult to manage. Thus, a 
more general change to the rules to permit virtual meetings of the Commission could limit its decision-making 
modalities.   

74. With these uncertainties, the FAO and WHO recommended to defer consideration of amendment of the rules 
of procedure until a more comprehensive approach had been taken by FAO and WHO, in particular FAO as it 
was the practice at Codex to apply FAO’s rules to matters not covered by the Codex Rules of Procedure. Not 
introducing permanent amendments to authorize virtual sessions of the Commission would not prevent holding 
virtual sessions as the circumstances would require. Virtual sessions necessitated by unexpected and 
extraordinary circumstances would need to be authorized by the membership on a case-by-case basis – as was 
the case with CAC43 and CAC44.  

Discussion 

                                                           
10  CX/GP 23/33/6; CRD09 (Kenya, Russian Federation, Thailand, Uganda, and United Republic of Tanzania); CRD12 
(Uruguay); CRD13 (El Salvador); CRD14 (India); CRD16 (Senegal); CRD17 (Burundi); CRD19 (Ghana); CRD20 (Nigeria); 
CRD22 (South Africa). 
11 REP21/CAC, Paragraph 12 iii.; REP21/EXEC1, Paragraph 35, iv. 
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75. Recognizing the importance of consistency with the parent Organizations’ practices and legal frameworks, and 
the importance of careful and thorough consideration of any changes to the Codex Rules of Procedure, 
Members agreed to the deferral of the review of a possible amendment allowing virtual sessions of the 
Commission. Members, however, emphasized that the deferral should not be indefinite, recalling the importance 
of flexibility in future considerations of the amendment of the related rules, as virtual meetings allowed for greater 
participation of Members, increased transparency, and reduced environmental impact.  

76. Regarding the meeting format for the upcoming CAC46, it was clarified that it would be held physically with the 
possibility of remote listening and verbal interventions. It was clarified that an endorsement process was not 
necessary because it was a physical session of the CAC, and all Members should plan to have at least one 
delegate in the session in person, as that was the only means by which Members could take part in all forms of 
decision-making available to the Commission. 

77. Several Members requested that a stock-taking exercise be undertaken by the Codex Secretariat with a view 
to providing information on the advantages and disadvantages encountered in holding virtual meetings of Codex 
Committees. This could inform possible future amendments to the Codex Rules of Procedure.  

78. Several Members requested that FAO and WHO update CCGP34 on their plans to amend their rules of 
procedure to include virtual meetings of their Governing Bodies, including decision-making modalities such as 
voting.  

79. The Codex Secretariat clarified that data on Members’ experience in virtual meetings was already being 
collected and that the “Future of Codex” exercise provided an opportunity to discuss the meeting modalities’ 
advantages and disadvantages. Members were encouraged to share their opinions on that topic which was on 
the agenda for CCEXEC85. The Codex Secretariat underlined that for Codex subsidiary bodies the option to 
hold virtual meetings remained (see para 71).  

Conclusion 

80. CCGP33:  

 agreed to defer review of a possible amendment to the Codex Rules of Procedure allowing virtual 
sessions of the Commission, noting that this should not be for an indefinite time period; 

 requested FAO and WHO to inform CCGP34 on their possible plans to amend their rules of procedure 
to include virtual meetings of their Governing Bodies, including decision-making modalities such as 
voting; and 

 emphasized the importance of flexibility in working modalities for Codex meetings. 

REVIEW AND POSSIBLE AMENDMENT OF THE PRINCIPLES CONCERNING THE PARTICIPATION OF 
INTERNATIONAL NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS IN THE WORK OF THE CODEX 
ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION (Agenda item 7)12 

81. The Codex Secretariat presented the item by recalling that the purpose of the document was to provide an 
overview of the different ways by which non-governmental organizations (NGOs) with Observer Status with 
Codex promoted Codex work, and to address whether the Review of Observer Status contained in the principles 
concerning the participation of NGOs in the work of Codex as set forth in Section 7 of the PM, should be 
amended to reflect such contributions. The Codex Secretariat further recalled that the purpose of having NGOs 
in Codex was to secure data, information and experts that would contribute to Codex work.  

82. The Codex Secretariat presented the results of their initial findings highlighting that NGOs, even if not attending 
Codex meetings or sending comments on draft texts, were contributing to Codex work via new means such as 
workshops, webinars, social media and publications, which appeared to be in line with the provisions included 
in the PM and with Goal 3 of the Codex Strategic Plan. The Codex Secretariat also noted that, as these new 
means of participation had only emerged recently, more time was needed to collect further information on their 
use by NGOs and to what extent they had an impact on Codex work. 

83. The Codex Secretariat added that on several occasions a representative of an NGO registered for a Codex 
meeting intervened on behalf of another NGO, noting that according to existing procedures, and based on the 
opinion of the Legal Offices of FAO and WHO, representatives of NGOs could only intervene to represent the 
NGO by which they were registered. 

Discussion 

84. Members agreed with the proposals presented in the document and reiterated the important role that Observers 
play in the work of Codex, particularly in providing technical expertise and practical experience. In reiterating 

                                                           
12 CX/GP 23/33/7; CRD10 (Kenya, Thailand, Uganda, and United Republic of Tanzania); CRD14 (India); CRD16 (Senegal); 
CRD17 (Burundi); CRD18 (Indonesia); CRD19 (Ghana); CRD20 (Nigeria); CRD21(Malaysia); CRD22 (South Africa). 
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the importance of having additional data before considering any proposed changes to the PM, Members 
requested the Codex Secretariat to also consider in their future review on modalities by which NGOs participate 
in Codex work, (i) activities organized by NGOs in collaboration with governments, (ii) possible barriers to 
participation in Codex faced by NGOs, including civil society, and (iii) procedures adopted by other UN 
organizations to collaborate with NGOs.  In monitoring these new modalities of participation, an Observer 
requested that a cautious approach be taken in considering social media activity as a means to assessing 
observers’ engagement in Codex. 

85. Members noted that with regard to participation in Codex work, it was clear that an individual could only 
represent one Member and that the same situation applied to Observers.  

Conclusion 

86. CCGP33: 

 requested the Codex Secretariat to collect information and data on the participation of NGOs with 
Observer Status with Codex, to identify and analyze barriers to participation of these NGOs including 
civil society, and to present the results at the relevant sessions of CCEXEC and CCGP following the 
next Review of NGOs with Observer Status, currently scheduled for 2026;  

 noted, based on the confirmation of the existing procedures by the FAO/WHO Legal Offices, that a 
representative from an NGO can only represent its own organization in Codex Committees, including 
EWGs, PWGs and when sending comments via the OCS and other means; and  

 confirmed the importance for NGOs with Observer Status with Codex and Chairpersons of subsidiary 
bodies to be aware of these rules regarding this participation in Codex.  

8. OTHER BUSINESS (Agenda item 8)  

DISCUSSION PAPER ON PRACTICAL TOOLKITS TO PROMOTE THE USE OF CODEX STANDARDS AND 
GUIDELINES13 

Introduction 

87. The United Kingdom introduced the discussion paper and its purpose of starting a broad discussion amongst 
Codex Members and observers on the merits of Codex developing toolkits, with the intent to support an 
increased use of Codex standards by national governments. The paper illustrated the concept using the 
“Working Principles for Risk Analysis for Food Safety Application by Governments (CXG 62-2007)” as an anchor 
for a potential Codex self-assessment toolkit to benchmark Members’ capacity and capability to carry out risk 
analysis.  

88. Members’ views were sought on the broader concept of toolkits and the potential value of a risk analysis self-
assessment toolkit and other toolkits that could help Members align with Codex standards, as well as the 
appetite within Codex to develop such toolkits. 

Discussion 

89. Members appreciated the intent of the United Kingdom to foster the use of Codex texts. They requested 
clarifications on the added value and linkages between the proposed toolkit and other existing tools such as the 
FAO/WHO Food control system assessment tool, which included a substantial component on risk analysis. 
Other delegations indicated the need to carefully design such tools, taking into account their operational and 
detail-oriented nature, noting that it may be conflicting with the outcome-based focus of guidelines and 
recommendations of Codex texts.  

90. Several Members requested that FAO and WHO organize a workshop at CCGP34 to discuss the different tools 
available as this would be helpful to better assess the need for additional toolkits.  

91. The Representative of FAO shared lessons-learnt stemming from the development of the FAO/WHO self-
assessment tools, anchored on Codex Alimentarius guidance, to help countries identify gaps with enough 
specifics to allow the elaboration of tailored capacity building programmes. The Representative further 
emphasized FAO and WHO availability to explore the need and potential of development of a specific module 
on risk analysis that would complement these tools, thus clearly avoiding duplication and confusion of countries 
among the different tools.  

92. The WHO Representative elaborated on the current risk analysis technical assistance programs, noting the 
abundance of data already produced by the various FAO/WHO scientific advisory bodies, as well as the need 
to develop tools, programs, and capacities to ensure that Members make better use of this information and 
instruments.    

                                                           
13 CRD02 (United Kingdom); CRD11 (Thailand); CRD19 (Ghana); CRD21 (Malaysia). 
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Conclusion 

93. CCGP33: 

 noted the discussion paper and complimented the United Kingdom for developing a timely and thought-
provoking document; and 

 requested FAO and WHO to organize a workshop on this issue at the margins of CCGP34, together 
with the United Kingdom and other Members interested.    

PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE PROCEDURAL MANUAL14  

Introduction 

94. The Representative of China introduced the proposal to amend the Codex Rules of Procedure to allow, when 
necessary, Chairpersons of Codex general subject committees, commodity committees and task forces to be 
invited to CCEXEC as observers.  

95. The Representative further noted that this would facilitate the discussion in CCEXEC, in particular in the critical 
review process, where Chairpersons would provide additional information regarding Committees’ 
recommendations and the related rationale. This would help Chairpersons prepare for CAC, as they would be 
already informed about concerns raised at CCEXEC. It would also help enhance capacities of Chairpersons, 
especially new ones.  

Discussion 

96. The Codex Secretariat informed CCGP33 that for the critical review process, Chairpersons were invited to 
submit comments in writing on proposals coming from their committees. In addition, the Chairperson and Vice-
Chairpersons of CAC had initiated a practice of holding virtual meetings with the individual subsidiary bodies 
Chairpersons on items under the critical review prior to each CCEXEC, as well as other topics when relevant 
such as the work of CCEXEC on the future of Codex. The acting Chairperson of the Commission highlighted 
the value of the informal discussions with Chairpersons and confirmed their intent to continue to build on this 
recently established practice.  

97. Members re-iterated the importance of the critical review process and ensuring it was implemented as efficiently 
and effectively as possible. In this respect, it was also suggested to include a joint assessment by the 
Chairpersons of Committees involved in the same standard in the working document for the critical review. The 
discussion and conclusion of CCEXEC7815 on the critical review process were also noted.  

98. In response to a request from several Members to consider the possibility of webcasting CCEXEC, the Codex 
Secretariat recalled the legal advice to CCEXEC8016 which noted that sessions of the Committee should be 
held in private, unless the Codex Alimentarius Commission decided to authorize CCEXEC’s meetings to be 
webcasted on an ad hoc basis. One Member recalled that CCEURO3217 had requested the Codex Secretariat 
to undertake a further exploration of the possibility of webcasting and to bring the issue to the attention of CAC. 

Conclusion 

99. CCGP33: 

 noted the CRD and thanked China for a thought-provoking proposal; 

 encouraged the Codex Secretariat to continue strengthening the critical review process with active 
participation of Chairpersons both in regard to providing written comments and informal meetings with 
the Chairperson and Vice-Chairpersons prior to CCEXEC; and  

 encouraged Chairpersons to participate in CAC so that they can intervene as need be during the 
discussions on items from their committees.   

DATE AND PLACE OF THE NEXT SESSION (Agenda item 9)  

100. CCGP33 was informed that CCGP34 was tentatively scheduled to take place within the next 18 months, the 
final arrangements being subject to confirmation by the Host Country in consultation with the Codex Secretariat. 

                                                           
14 CRD03 (China); CRD11 (Thailand); CRD21 (Malaysia). 
15 REP20/EXEC1 
16 REP21/EXEC1 
17 REP22/EURO 
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San José 

CZECH REPUBLIC –  
TCHÈQUE, RÉPUBLIQUE –  
CHECA, REPÚBLICA 

Mr Jindrich Fialka 
Director General 
Ministry of Agriculture of the Czech Republic 
Prague 1 

ECUADOR - ÉQUATEUR 

Ms Daniela Vivero 
Secretaría del Comité Coordinador FAO/OMS 
para América Latina y El Caribe CCLAC 
Agencia de Regulación y Control Fito y 
Zoosanitario - AGROCALIDAD 
Quito 

ESTONIA - ESTONIE 

Mrs Katrin Lõhmus 
Head of Unit 
Ministry of Regional Affairs and Agriculture 
Tallinn 

EUROPEAN UNION - UNION EUROPÉENNE - 
UNIÓN EUROPEA 

Mr Sébastien Goux 
Deputy Head of Unit 
European Commission 
BRUSSELS 

Ms Judit Krommer 
Administrator 
European Commission 
BRUSSELS 

FINLAND - FINLANDE - FINLANDIA 

Dr Sebastian Hielm 
Food Safety Director 
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 

Ms Anne Haikonen 
Senior Ministerial Adviser, Legal Affairs 
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 

FRANCE - FRANCIA 

Mrs Claire Damien 
Cheffe du bureau Produits d’origine végétale et 
boissons alcoolisées 
Ministère de l'économie et des finances 
Paris 

Mrs Karine Bertholon 
Cheffe du Bureau des négociations 
multilatérales et européennes  
Ministère de l'agriculture et de la souveraineté 
alimentaire 
Paris 

GAMBIA - GAMBIE 

Mr Mamodou Bah 
Director General 
Food safety and Quality Authority 
Banjul 

GERMANY - ALLEMAGNE - ALEMANIA 

Mr Niklas Schulze Icking 
Head of Unit 
Federal Ministry of Food and Agriculture 
Berlin 

Ms Anne Beutling 
Officer 
Federal Ministry of Food and Agriculture 
Berlin 

Mrs Martine Puester 
Head of Unit International Affairs 
Federal Office of Consumer Protection and Food 
Safety (BVL) 
Berlin 

HONDURAS 

Ms Mirian Bueno Almendarez 
Directora Técnica de Inocuidad Agroalimentaria 
SENASA 
Tegucigalpa 

HUNGARY - HONGRIE - HUNGRÍA 

Dr Attila Nagy 
Director 
National Food Chain Safety Office 
Budapest 

Mrs Krisztina Bakó-Frányó 
Officer 
National Food Chain Safety Office 
Budapest 
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INDIA - INDE 

Mr D Sathiyan 
Secretary 
Spices Board India, Ministry of Commerce & 
Industry, Govt. of India 
Cochin Kerala 

Mr Sharad Aggarwal 
Director 
Food Safety and Standards Authority of India 
(FSSAI) 
New Delhi 

Mr Ajay Garg 
Deputy Director  
Food Safety and Standards Authority of India 
(FSSAI) 
New Delhi 

Mr Ramesh Babu Natarajan 
Scientist C 
Spices Board 
New Delhi 

IRELAND - IRLANDE - IRLANDA 

Mr Philip Kennedy  
Assistant Agricultural Inspector  
Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine 
(DAFM) 
Dublin 

ITALY - ITALIE - ITALIA 

Mr Giulio Cardini 
official 
Ministry of Agriculture, Food Sovereignty and 
Forests 
Rome 

Dr Francesca Ponti 
official 
Ministry of Agriculture, Food Sovereignty and 
Forests 
Rome 

JAPAN - JAPON - JAPÓN 

Ms Aya Orito-Nozawa 
Associate Director 
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 
Tokyo 

Dr Makiko Matsuo 
Technical Advisor 
The University of Tokyo 
Tokyo 

Prof Koji Miura 
Advisor 
Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare 
Tokyo 

Ms Chiharu Ota 
Science Officer 
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 
Tokyo 

Ms Kanako Sasaki 
Deputy Director, Office of International Food 
Safety 
Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare 
Tokyo 

Dr Kayo Takimura 
Director, Office of International Food Safety 
Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare 
Tokyo 

KENYA 

Dr Allan Azegele 
Senior Deputy Director 
Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock & Fisheries 
Nairobi 

Ms Maryann Kindiki 
Manager, National Codex Contact Point 
Kenya Bureau of Standards 
Nairobi 

MAURITANIA - MAURITANIE 

Mr Sid’Ahmed Teguedi 
Directeur des programmes de développement 
Ministère au sein du Commissariat de la santé 
alimentaire 

MEXICO - MEXIQUE - MÉXICO 

Mr Salvador Argüelles López 
Chairman of the Unit in Regulations, 
Competitivity and Competence 
Ministry of Economy 
Mexico 

Ms María Teresa Indira Zambrano Callejas 
Quality Infrastructure Coordinator 
Ministry of Economy 
Mexico 

MOROCCO - MAROC - MARRUECOS 

Eng Bouchra Messaoudi 
Cadre au Service de la Normalisation et Codex 
Alimentarius 
Office National de la Sécurité Sanitaire des 
Produits Alimentaires 
Rabat 
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Mr Abdelhak Aidoudi  
Délégué Morocco Food Ex à perpignan 
Morocco Foodex 

NETHERLANDS - PAYS-BAS –  
PAÍSES BAJOS 

Dr Marie-Ange Delen 
Senior Policy Officer 
Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality 
The Hague 

Dr Sally Hoffer 
Manager Safe and Sustainable Food 
Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality 
The Hague 

NEW ZEALAND - NOUVELLE-ZÉLANDE - 
NUEVA ZELANDIA 

Mr Raj Rajasekar 
Vice Chair Commission 
Ministry for Primary Industries 
Wellington 

Ms Jenny Reid 
Agriculture Counsellor 
MFAT 
Wellington 

NIGERIA - NIGÉRIA 

Mrs Adenike Ololade Onasanya 
Assistant Chief Scientific Officer 
Federal Competition & Consumer Protection 
Commission 
Abuja 

NORWAY – NORVÈGE – NORUEGA 

Mrs Vigdis S. Veum Møllersen 
Specialist Director 
Norwegian Food Safety Authority 
Oslo 

Mr Anders Tharaldsen 
Senior Adviser 
Royal Norwegian Ministry of Health and Care 
Services 
Oslo 

PARAGUAY 

Prof Lilian Nathaly Rojas Zamphirópolos 
Asesora Técnica 
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores - MRE 
Asunción 

PERU - PÉROU - PERÚ 

Mrs Libia Carlota Liza Quesquén 
Punto de Contacto Codex Perú 
Ministerio de Salud 
Lima 

POLAND - POLOGNE - POLONIA 

Mrs Anna Janasik 
Expert 
Agricultural and Food Quality Inspection 
Warsaw 

PORTUGAL 

Francisco Santos 
Senior officer  
Directorate-General for Food and Veterinary 
(DGAV) 
Lisboa 

REPUBLIC OF KOREA –  
RÉPUBLIQUE DE CORÉE –  
REPÚBLICA DE COREA 

Dr Sang Hee Cheon 
Scientific Officer 
Ministry of Food and Drug Safety 

Ms Ara Jo 
Codex Researcher 
Ministry of Food and Drug Safety 

RUSSIAN FEDERATION –  
FÉDÉRATION DE RUSSIE –  
FEDERACIÓN DE RUSIA 

Ms Vera Pavlicheva 
Chief expert 
Federal Service for Surveillance on Consumer 
Rights Protection and Human Well-being 
Moscow 

SAUDI ARABIA - ARABIE SAOUDITE - 
ARABIA SAUDITA 

Mr Khalid Alzahrani 
Head of the international communication 
department for specifications 
Saudi Food and Drug Authority 
Riyadh 

Ms Nada Saeed 
Senior specifications and regulations Specialist 
Expert 
Saudi Food and Drug Authority 
Riyadh 
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SENEGAL - SÉNÉGAL 

Prof Amadou Diouf 
Président 
Comité national du Codex Alimentarius 
Dakar 

Dr Raphaël Coly 
Expert SSA 
Comité National Codex 
Dakar 

Mrs Ndeye Maguette DIOP 
Expert SSA 
Comité National du Codex Alimentarius 
Dakar 

Mrs Mame Diarra Faye 
Point De Contact National  
Comité National Codex 
Dakar 

Mrs Astou Ndiaye 
Chef D’Unité 
Laboratoire National D’Analyses et de Contrôle 
Dakar 

Mr Mamadou Sangare 
Responsable Relations Extérieures - 
Responsable Qualité - Point focal OTC 
Association Sénégalaise de Normalisation 
Dakar 

SPAIN - ESPAGNE - ESPAÑA 

Dr Agustín Palma Barriga 
Jefe del Área de Gestión de Riesgos Químicos 
Organismo Autónomo Agencia Española de 
Seguridad Alimentaria y Nutrición (AESAN OA) 
Ministerio de Consumo 
Madrid 

Mr Jorge A. Rodríguez Del Hoyo 
Jefe de Servicio 
Organismo Autónomo Agencia Española de 
Seguridad Alimentaria y Nutrición (AESAN OA). 
Ministerio de Consumo 
Madrid 

Ms Paloma Sánchez Vázquez De Prada 
Jefa del Área de Gestión de Riesgos Biológicos 
y Legislación Veterinaria 
Organismo Autónomo Agencia Española de 
Seguridad Alimentaria y Nutrición (AESAN OA)-
Ministerio de Consumo 
Madrid 

Ms Outi Tyni 
Political Administrator 
General Secretariat of the European Union 
Council 
Brussels 

SWEDEN - SUÈDE - SUECIA 

Ms Svanhild Foldal 
Senior Administrative Officer 
Ministry of Enterprise and Innovation 
Stockholm 

Mrs Carmina Ionescu 
Codex Coordinator 
Swedish Food Agency 
Uppsala 

SWITZERLAND - SUISSE - SUIZA 

Mrs Christina Gut Sjöberg 
Head International Relations 
Federal Food Safety and Veterinary Office 
FSVO 
Bern 

THAILAND - THAÏLANDE - TAILANDIA 

Mrs Kingduean Somjit 
Food Technologist, Senior Professional Level 
Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives 
Department of Fisheries 
Bangkok 

UGANDA - OUGANDA  

Mr Hakim Baligeya Mufumbiro 
Principal Standards Officer 
Uganda National Bureau of Standards 
Kampala  

UNITED KINGDOM - ROYAUME-UNI –  
REINO UNIDO 

Ms Jessica Burek 
Policy Advisor  
Department for Environment Food and Rural 
Affairs 

Dr Amie Adkin 
Head of Risk Assessment  
Food Standards Agency  

Mr Mike O’Neill 
Head of Codex Policy and Strategy 
Food Standards Agency 
London  

Ms Elizabeth Tossell 
Head of Codex Team 
Department for Environment Food and Rural 
Affairs 



REP23/GP 19 
 

 

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

Ms Mary Frances Lowe 
Manager, U.S. Codex 
U.S. Codex Office 
Washington, D.C. 

Mr Kenneth Lowery 
Senior International Issues Analyst 
U.S. Department of Agriculture  
Washington DC 

Ms Marie Maratos Bhat 
International Issues Analyst 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Washington, DC 

Dr Evelyne Mbandi 
Director – Microbiological & Chemical Hazards 
Staff (MCHS) 
Food Safety and Inspection Service, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture 
Washington, DC  

Ms Brianna Robinson-Verloop 
Senior Trade Advisor 
Foreign Agricultural Service 
Washington, DC 

Mr Richard White 
Consultant 
Corn Refiners Association 
Bradenton, FL 

URUGUAY 

Mrs Cecilia Aguerre 
Consultor Senior 
Laboratorio Tecnologico del Uruguay 
Montevideo 

UZBEKISTAN - OUZBÉKISTAN - 
UZBEKISTÁN 

Sardor Fayziboyev 
Assistant of the Department of Sanitation and 
Hygiene 
Sanitary-epidemiological welfare and public 
health committee 
Tashkent 

Lola Isakova 
Senior researcher, Ph.D 
Scientific Research Institute of Sanitary, 
Hygiene and Occupational Diseases 
Tashkent 

Anvar Shukurov 
Head of the Department of Sanitation and 
Hygiene 

Sanitary-epidemiological welfare and public 
health committee 
Tashkent 
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OBSERVERS - OBSERVATEURS - 
OBSERVADORES 

 
INTERNATIONAL GOVERNMENTAL 

ORGANIZATIONS – 
ORGANISATIONS GOUVERNEMENTALES 

INTERNATIONALES – 
ORGANIZACIONES GUBERNAMENTALES 

INTERNACIONALES 

AFRICAN UNION (AU) 

Mr John Oppong-Otoo 
Coordinator 
Economics, Trade and Marketing Unit 
African Union Interafrican Bureau for Animal 
Resources 
Nairobi 

INTER-AMERICAN INSTITUTE FOR 
COOPERATION ON AGRICULTURE (IICA) 

Mrs Ana Marisa Cordero 
Technical Specialist 
IICA 

NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS – 
ORGANISATIONS NON 

GOUVERNEMENTALES – 
ORGANIZACIONES NO 
GUBERNAMENTALES 

 
INTERNATIONAL ALLIANCE OF 
DIETARY/FOOD SUPPLEMENT 
ASSOCIATIONS (IADSA) 

Mr Simon Pettman 
Executive Director 
IADSA 
London 

Ms Cynthia Rousselot 
Dir. Regulatory Affairs 
International Alliance of Dietary /Food 
Supplement Associations (IADSA) 

INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL OF BEVERAGES 
ASSOCIATIONS (ICBA) 

Ms Joanna Skinner 
Senior Manager, Regulatory Advocacy 
The Coca-Cola Company 
Atlanta 

INTERNATIONAL MEAT SECRETARIAT (IMS) 

Mr Hsin Huang 
Secretary General 
International Meat Secretariat 
Paris 

Ms Trachelle Carr 
International Technical Services Specialist 
International Meat Secretariat 
Washington, DC 

INTERNATIONAL SPECIAL DIETARY FOODS 
INDUSTRIES (ISDI) 

Mr Xavier Lavigne 
Vice President 
Abbott Nutrition 
Brussels 

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR 
STANDARDIZATION (ISO) 

Mrs Sandrine Espeillac  
ISO/TC 34 “Food products” 
Head of the food sector (AFNOR) 
ISO Vernier, Geneva 

FAO PERSONNEL  
PERSONNEL DE LA FAO  
PERSONAL DE LA FAO 

Ms Catherine Bessy 
Senior Food Safety Officer 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the U.N. 
Rome 

Mr Descartes Koumba 
Agricultural Officer 
FAO 
Rome 

Mrs Stéphanie Wright 
Digital Publications Specialist 
FAO 
Rome 

WHO PERSONNEL  
PERSONNEL DE L’OMS  
PERSONAL DE LA OMS 

Mr Michael Ennis 
Member 
TDV Global 

Ms Holly Moore 
Senior Legal Officer  
WHO 

Dr Moez Sanaa 
Unit Head 
World Health Organization (WHO) 
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CCGP SECRETARIAT 

Mrs Coralie D'agostino 
Secteur FAO & Codex Alimentarius 
Secrétariat général des affaires européennes 
Paris 

Mrs Andrée Sontot 
Cheffe du secteur FAO & Codex Alimentarius 
Secrétariat général des affaires européennes 
Paris 

CODEX SECRETARIAT 

Dr Sarah Cahill 
Senior Food Standards Officer 
Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the U.N. 
Rome 

Dr Hilde Kruse 
Senior Food Standards Officer 
Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the U.N. 
Rome 

Mr Giuseppe Di Chiera 
Programme Specialist 
Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the U.N. 
Rome 

Mr Farid El Haffar 
Technical Officer 
Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the U.N. 
Rome 

Mrs Jocelyne Farruggia 
Office Assistant 
Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the U.N. 
Rome 
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Appendix II 

 

Proposed changes to the Codex Procedural Manual to align with modern technology and current practices  

(page numbers refer to the English version of the 28th edition) 

(revisions are highlighted in bold and underlined font. Deletions are presented in strikethrough font.) 

 

Section Sub-section Page 
number 

Para 

graph 

Current text Proposed change 

Section 2 Elaboration of 
Codex Standards and 
related texts 

Relations between 
commodity committees 
and general subject 
committees 

37 54 Codex committees may ask the advice 
and guidance of general subject 
committees having responsibility for 
matters applicable to all foods on any 
points coming within their province, in 
accordance with their terms of reference. 
In particular, due referral should take 
place between commodity committees (in 
this document “commodity committees” 
are meant to include coordinating 
committees and other subsidiary bodies 
of the Commission insofar as they 
elaborate commodity standards) and 
general subject committees during the 
elaboration of Codex commodity 
standards. 

Codex committees may seek ask the 
advice and guidance of general subject 
committees having responsibility 
responsible for matters applicable to all 
foods on any points coming within their 
province, in accordance with their terms 
of reference. In particular, due referral 
should take place between commodity 
committees (in this document 
“commodity committees” are meant to 
include coordinating committees and 
other subsidiary bodies of the 
Commission insofar as they elaborate 
commodity standards) and general 
subject committees during the 
elaboration of Codex commodity 
standards. 

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines to host 
governments of Codex 
Committees and ad hoc 
intergovernmental task 
forces 

76 7 A Member Nation to which a Codex 
committee has been assigned is 
responsible for providing all conference 
services including the secretariat. The 
secretariat should have adequate 
administrative support staff able to work 
easily in the languages used at the 
session and should have at its disposal 
adequate word processing and document 
reproducing equipment. Interpretation, 
preferably simultaneous, should be 

A Member Nation to which a Codex 
committee has been assigned is 
responsible for providing all conference 
services including the secretariat. The 
secretariat should have adequate 
administrative support staff able to work 
easily in the languages used at the 
session and should have at its disposal 
adequate information technology word 
processing and document reproducing 
equipment tools. Interpretation, 



REP23/GP 23 

 

provided from and into all languages 
used at the session, and if the report of 
the session is to be adopted in more than 
one of the working languages of the 
committee, then the services of a 
translator should be available. The 
committee secretariat and the Joint 
FAO/WHO (Codex) Secretariat are 
charged with the preparation of the draft 
report in consultation with the 
rapporteurs, if any 

preferably simultaneous, should be 
provided from and into all languages 
used at the session, and if the report of 
the session is to be adopted in more than 
one of the working languages of the 
committee, then the services of a 
translator should be available. The 
committee secretariat and the Joint 
FAO/WHO (Codex) Secretariat are 
charged with the preparation of the draft 
report in consultation with the 
rapporteurs, if any 

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines to host 
governments of Codex 
Committees and ad hoc 
intergovernmental task 
forces 

77 16 Replies to invitations will normally be 
requested to be sent to reach the 
chairperson as early as possible and in 
any case not less than 30 days before the 
session. A copy should be sent also to the 
Secretary, CAC, Joint FAO/WHO Food 
Standards Programme, FAO, Rome. It is 
of the utmost importance that by the date 
requested a reply to invitations should be 
sent by all those governments and 
international organizations which intend 
to participate. The reply should specify 
the number of copies and the language of 
the documents required. 

Replies to invitations will normally be 
requested to be sent to reach the 
chairperson as early as possible and in 
any case not less than 30 days before the 
session. A copy should be sent also to the 
Secretary, CAC, Joint FAO/WHO Food 
Standards Programme, FAO, Rome. It is 
of the utmost importance that by the date 
requested a reply to invitations should be 
sent by all those governments and 
international organizations which intend 
to participate. The reply should specify 
the number of copies and the language of 
the documents required. 

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines to host 
governments of Codex 
Committees and ad hoc 
intergovernmental task 
forces 

78 22 Papers for a session should be sent by 
the chairperson of the Codex committee 
concerned at least two months before the 
opening of the session to the following: a) 
all Codex contact points; b) chief 
delegates of Member Nations, of 
Observer countries and of international 
organizations; and c) other participants 
on the basis of replies received. Twenty 
copies of all papers in each of the 
languages used in the committee 
concerned should be sent to the 
Secretary, CAC, Joint FAO/WHO Food 
Standards Programme, FAO, Rome. 

Papers for a session should be sent by 
the chairperson of the Codex committee 
concerned made available in the 
relevant languages through the Codex 
website at least two months before the 
opening of the session by the host 
secretariat in collaboration with the 
Codex Secretariat.to the following: a) all 
Codex contact points; b) chief delegates 
of Member Nations, of Observer 
countries and of international 
organizations; and c) other participants 
on the basis of replies received. Twenty 
copies of all papers in each of the 
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languages used in the committee 
concerned should be sent to the 
Secretary, CAC, Joint FAO/WHO Food 
Standards Programme, FAO, Rome. 

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines to host 
governments of Codex 
Committees and ad hoc 
intergovernmental task 
forces 

79 27 Members of Codex committees should 
advise the committee chairperson 
through their Codex contact point of the 
number of copies of documents normally 
required.  

Members of Codex committees should 
advise the committee chairperson 
through their Codex contact point of the 
number of copies of documents normally 
required. 

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines to host 
governments of Codex 
Committees and ad hoc 
intergovernmental task 
forces 

79 28 Working papers of Codex committees 
may be circulated freely to all those 
assisting a delegation in preparing for the 
business of the committee; they should 
not, however, be published. There is, 
however, no objection to the publication 
of reports of the meetings of committees 
or of completed draft standards. 

Working papers of Codex committees 
may be circulated freely to all those 
assisting a delegation in preparing for the 
business of the committee; they should 
not, however, be published. There is, 
however, no objection to the publication 
of reports of the meetings of committees 
or of completed draft standards. 

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines on the 
conduct of meetings of 
Codex Committees and 
ad hoc 
intergovernmental task 
forces 

80 37 The Joint FAO/WHO Secretariat should 
ensure that, as soon as possible and in 
any event not later than one month after 
the end of the session, copies of the final 
report, as adopted in the languages of the 
committee, are sent to all Members and 
Observers of the Commission. 

The Joint FAO/WHO Codex Secretariat 
should ensure that, as soon as possible 
and in any event not later than one month 
after the end of the session, copies of the 
final report, as adopted in the languages 
of the committee, are sent is made 
available to all Members and Observers 
of the Commission on the Codex 
website. 

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines on the 
conduct of meetings of 
Codex Committees and 
ad hoc 
intergovernmental task 
forces 

81 38 Circular letters should be attached to the 
report, as required, requesting comments 
on proposed draft or draft standards or 
related texts at Steps 5, 8 or Step 5 
(accelerated), with the indication of the 
date by which comments or proposed 
amendments must be received in writing, 
so as to allow such comments to be 
considered by the Commission. 

Circular letters should be attached to the 
report, should be issued as required 
following publication of the meeting 
report requesting comments on 
proposed draft or draft standards or 
related texts at Steps 5, 8 or Step 5 
(accelerated), with the indication of the 
date by which comments or proposed 
amendments must be received in writing, 
so as to allow such comments to be 
considered by the Commission. 
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Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines on physical 
working groups 

91 117 The secretariat of the host should, as 
soon as possible after the end of the 
session of a working group, send a copy 
of the final conclusions, in the form of 
either a discussion paper or a working 
document, and the list of participants, to 
the Joint FAO/WHO Secretariat and to 
the host country secretariat of the 
committee. 

The host secretariat of the host should, 
as soon as possible after the end of the 
session of a working group, send a copy 
of the final conclusions, in the form of 
either a discussion paper or a working 
document, and the list of participants, to 
the Joint FAO/WHO Codex Secretariat 
and to the host country secretariat of the 
committee. 

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines on physical 
working groups 

91 118 Conclusions of a working group shall be 
distributed to all CCPs and Observers by 
the Joint FAO/WHO Secretariat in time to 
allow full consideration of the working 
group’s recommendations.  

Conclusions of a working group shall be 
made available electronically 
distributed to all CCPs and Observers by 
the Joint FAO/WHO Codex Secretariat in 
time to allow full consideration of the 
working group’s recommendations. 

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines on physical 
working groups 

91 119 The Joint FAO/WHO Secretariat should 
ensure that these conclusions are 
included in the distribution of papers for 
the next session of the Codex committee. 

The Joint FAO/WHO Codex Secretariat 
should ensure that these conclusions are 
included in the distribution of papers for 
the next session of the Codex committee. 

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines on 
electronic working 
groups 

94 142 An update on the progress of its work 
shall be presented by the host at each 
session of the Codex committee which 
has established it, indicating the number 
of countries having sent contributions by 
mail. A compilation of these contributions 
should be made available. 

An update on the progress of its work 
shall be presented by the host at each 
session of the Codex committee which 
has established it, indicating the number 
of countries having sent submitted 
contributions mail electronically. A 
compilation of these contributions should 
be made available. 

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines on 
electronic working 
groups 

94 146 As soon as possible after the end of the 
business of an EWG, the secretariat of 
the host should send a copy of the final 
conclusions, in the form of either a 
discussion paper or a working document 
and of the list of participants to the Joint 
FAO/WHO Secretariat and to the host 
country secretariat of the committee. 

As soon as possible after the end of the 
business of an EWG, the secretariat of 
the host should send a copy of the final 
conclusions, in the form of either a 
discussion paper or a working document 
and of the list of participants to the Joint 
FAO/WHO Codex Secretariat and to the 
host country secretariat of the committee. 

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines on 
electronic working 
groups 

94 147 The conclusions of an EWG and the list 
of participants shall be distributed to 
CCPs and Observers by the Joint 

The conclusions of an EWG and the list 
of participants shall be distributed to 
CCPs and Observers by the Joint 
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FAO/WHO Secretariat in time to allow full 
consideration of the EWG’s 
recommendations.  

FAO/WHO Codex Secretariat in time to 
allow full consideration of the EWG’s 
recommendations.  

Section 3 Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies 

Guidelines on 
electronic working 
groups 

94 148 The Joint FAO/WHO Secretariat should 
ensure that these conclusions are 
included in the distribution of papers for 
the next session of the Codex committee, 
which has established the EWG. 

The Joint FAO/WHO Codex Secretariat 
should ensure that these conclusions are 
included in the distribution of papers for 
the next session of the Codex committee, 
which has established the EWG. 

Section 7 Relations with 
other organizations 

Annex: Information 
required of international 
non-governmental 
organizations 
requesting observer 
status 

191 2 Full postal address, telephone, facsimile 
and email, as well as telex and website 
addresses as appropriate. 

Full postal address, telephone, facsimile 
and email, as well as telex and website 
addresses as appropriate. 
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Appendix III 

Proposed updates to the Codex Procedural Manual, 

Section 2 Elaboration of Codex standards and related texts; 

Procedures for the elaboration of Codex standards and related texts 

 

Introduction 

Paragraph 8. It will be for the Commission itself to keep under review the modification of Codex 
standards. The procedure for modification should, mutatis mutandis, be that laid down for the 
elaboration of Codex standards. The Commission may decide to omit steps of that procedure where, in 
its opinion, a modification proposed by the subsidiary body concerned, or the Codex Secretariat or 
Member of the Commission where the subsidiary body concerned is not in existence or has been 
adjourned sine die, is in line with relevant guidance outlined in Part 7 - Guide to the procedure for the 
correction, amendment and new editions of Codex standards and related texts. 

Part 2. Critical review 

Proposals to undertake new work or to modify a standard 

Paragraph 12. Prior to approval for development, each proposal for new work or as appropriate 
modification (- see Part 7) of a standard shall be accompanied by a project document, prepared by the 
Committee or Member proposing new work or modification of a standard detailing: ……… 

Part 7. Guide to the procedure for the modification (corrections, amendments and new 
editions) of Codex standards and related texts 

Paragraph 24. The procedure for modification of Codex standards and related texts is laid down in 
paragraph 8 of the introduction of Section 2: Procedures for the elaboration of Codex standards and 
related texts. This guide provides more detailed guidance on the procedure for modifying Codex 
standards and related texts, which includes corrections, amendments and new editions. 

Paragraph 25. For the purpose of this guide:  

Correction: Apply to editorial errors including incorrect spelling, incorrect bold or italics, other incorrect 
formatting of text, an incorrect transcription, an incorrectly numbered or located footnote, or errors in 
language translation. A corrigendum itemizing the changes made is required for all corrections and 
included in the standard. 

Amendment: Any modification that does not impact the scope or application. In particular, amendments 
address: 

 technical errors or incorrectly reported numbers; 

 partial re-writes or partial deletions of sections when there is no new data or information 
introduced; 

 explanatory footnotes;  

 alignment of provisions consequential to the adoption, or modification of Codex standards and 
related texts of general applicability, including the provisions in the Procedural Manual when 
there is no new data/information introduced;  

 finalization or updating of methods of analysis and sampling; and 

 replacement of content with a reference to another Codex text when there is no new data or 
information introduced. 

An explanation of the changes made to the text is required for all amendments and included in the 
standard. 

New edition: Any modification, regardless of the length, not covered by a correction or amendment, 
including:  

any new data or information added to the text that impacts its application; 

any modification to, or addition or deletion of a footnote that changes the scope or application; 
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the addition or deletion of a section or an appendix; and 

re-writes of entire section(s).  

A justification for the new edition is required for all new editions and included in the standard.  

Paragraph 26. The Commission has the final authority to determine whether a proposed modification 
constitutes an amendment or a new edition. Corrections, as described in paragraph 25 will be the 
responsibility of the Codex Secretariat.  

Paragraph 27. When the Commission has decided to amend or develop a new edition of a Codex 
standard or related text, the existing text will remain the applicable Codex text until the amendment or 
the new edition has been adopted by the Commission.  

Paragraph 28. Proposals for amendments or new editions of Codex standards and related texts 
should be submitted to the Commission by the subsidiary body concerned. Where the subsidiary body 
concerned is not in existence or has been adjourned sine die, the proposal for an amendment or new 
edition should be submitted to the Commission by the Secretariat or a Member of the Commission. In 
the latter case, proposals should be received by the Secretariat in good time (not less than three 
months) before the session of the Commission at which they are to be considered. The proposal should 
be accompanied by a project document (see Part 2 of the elaboration procedures) unless the Executive 
Committee or the Commission decides otherwise.  

Paragraph 29. Taking into account the outcome of the ongoing critical review conducted by the 
Executive Committee, the Commission decides whether the proposed amendment or new edition of a 
standard is necessary. If the Commission decides in the affirmative, one of the following courses of 
action will be taken: 

a) In the case of a modification (amendment or new edition) agreed upon by a subsidiary 
body, and proposed to the Commission, it will also be open to the Commission to adopt the 
modification at Step 8 of the uniform procedure (see Part 3 of the elaboration procedures). 

b) In other cases, the Commission will approve the proposal as new work and the approved 
new work will be referred for consideration to the appropriate subsidiary body, if such body is 
still in existence. If such body is not in existence, the Commission will determine how best to 
deal with the new work. 

Paragraph 30. Where Codex subsidiary bodies have been abolished, dissolved, or adjourned sine die, 
the Secretariat keeps under review all Codex standards and related texts elaborated by these bodies 
and determines the need for any corrections, amendments or new editions, in particular those arising 
from decisions of the Commission.  

 If the need for corrections is identified, then the Secretariat makes the corrections.  

 If the need for a modification (amendment or new edition) is identified, the Codex Secretariat, 
in cooperation with the host secretariat of the adjourned committee if applicable, should prepare 
a working paper containing the reasons for proposing a modification and the wording of such 
modifications as appropriate, and request comments from Members of the Commission: a) on 
the need to proceed with such a modification and b) on the proposed modification itself.  

o If the majority of the replies received from Members of the Commission is affirmative 
on both the need to modify the standard, and the suitability of the proposed wording for 
the modification or an alternative proposed wording, the proposal should be submitted 
to the Commission for consideration and adoption.  

o In cases where replies do not appear to offer an uncontroversial solution then the 
Commission should be informed accordingly, and it would be for the Commission to 
determine how best to proceed.  
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