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JOINT FAO/WHO FOOD STANDARDS PROGRAMME
CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION
Twenty-sixth Session, FAO Headquarters, Rome, 30 June – 7 July 2003
REPORT OF THE FIFTY-SECOND SESSION OF THE
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION

Rome, 26-27 June 2003

INTRODUCTION
1.
The Executive Committee of the Codex Alimentarius Commission held its Fifty-second Session at FAO
Headquarters, Rome, 26-27 June 2003. The Session was presided over by Mr Thomas Billy (USA), Chairperson
of the Codex Alimentarius Commission. The full list of participants, including the Secretariat, is included as
Appendix I to this report.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (Agenda Item 1)
2.

The Executive Committee adopted the Provisional Agenda1 as the Agenda for its Session.

RISK ANALYSIS POLICIES OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION
(Agenda Item 2)2
3.
The Executive Committee recalled the main elements of the Action Plan adopted by the 22nd Session of
the Commission (1997), and noted that as part of the Action Plan, the Draft Working Principles for Risk Analysis
for Application in the Framework of the Codex Alimentarius had been developed by the Committee on General
Principles and submitted to the 26th Session of the Commission for adoption.
4.
Several members supported the adoption of the Working Principles and stressed their importance in
order to provide a framework for the integration or risk analysis throughout Codex. Some members also
supported the current work on risk analysis principles intended for governments. While recognizing the science-
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based nature of risk analysis, one Member drew attention to the Report of the FAO Expert Consultation on Food
Safety: Science and Ethics held in September 20023.
5.
The Executive Committee noted that the original recommendation of the Action Plan referred to an
introductory narrative on risk analysis and identification of the responsibilities of Committees. However, taking
into account subsequent work in this area, the Executive Committee agreed that the role of risk analysis in Codex
was adequately explained in the text of the Working Principles themselves and that an additional narrative may
not be required.
6.
In reply to a question, it was recalled that the Working Principles when adopted would be included in the
Procedural Manual because they would provide guidance to the Commission and its subsidiary bodies, but were
not intended for application by governments.
7.
As regards the situation when scientific data were insufficient and the consequent implications for Codex
standards, the Executive Committee noted that the recommendations in paragraph 10 would not entail a
complete review of all previously adopted food safety standards, but some existing standards may be re-assessed
on a case-by case basis.
8.
The Executive Committee considered the issue of availability of data from developing countries and the
recommendation of the Working Principles in this regard (para. 22). The Executive Committee welcomed the
commitment of FAO and WHO to undertake studies in order to address lack of data from developing countries
when this was required. How this would affect the overall risk analysis process for a particular food safety issue
would largely depend on the nature of the health hazard concerned and the data required, and this would require
consideration on a case-by-case basis.
9.
The Executive Committee recognized the need to promote a better understanding of risk analysis and its
application in member countries, and to address the specific difficulties of developing countries in this respect
through FAO and WHO technical assistance and training activities The Executive Committee also recalled that
recommendations to that effect were included in the Strategic Framework 2003-2007 (Objective 2, section 10).
10.
The Executive Committee agreed to recommend to the Commission to adopt the Draft Working
Principles and to encourage the Committees involved in risk analysis to develop or complete specific guidelines
in their respective areas. It also recommended that such guidelines be forwarded to the Committee on General
Principles in order to ensure coordination throughout Codex and consistency with the Working Principles.

JOINT FAO/WHO EVALUATION OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS AND OTHER FAO
AND WHO WORK ON FOOD STANDARDS (Agenda Item 3)4
11.
The Executive Committee recalled that the 25th (Extraordinary) Session of the Commission had
considered the report of the Joint FAO/WHO Evaluation of the Codex Alimentarius and Other FAO and WHO
Work on Food Standards and had requested the Secretariat to circulate the report of the Evaluation for comments
and to prepare options and strategies for consideration by the 26th Session of the Commission. The Secretariat
introduced the working documents that addressed the issues identified by the Commission for further
consideration, as described below.
12.
In view of the time available for discussion, the Executive Committee discussed only those proposal and
options where it felt that its advice would be of most use to the Commission in its discussion of this item.

General aspects
Annual Meetings of the Commission (Proposal No.1)
13.
The Executive Committee endorsed the proposal to hold annual meetings of the Commission in order to
improve the speed and efficiency of the Codex decision process. It agreed that this was conditional on the
operation of the FAO/WHO Trust Fund. However, the Member for Latin America and the Caribbean, while
3
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recognizing the importance of annual meetings, stressed the difficulties related to the participation of developing
countries and indicated that the operation of the FAO/WHO Trust Fund would be critical but that all difficulties
would not be solved in the near future. This position was supported by other Members.
14.
The Executive Committee discussed whether the annual sessions of the Commission should alternate
between consideration of standards alone, and both standards and policy matters. Some members proposed that
more flexibility should be considered, as the Commission might need to consider both standards-related
questions and strategic issues in the same session, according to the circumstances and proposals from
governments.
15.
The Member for North America pointed out that if the Commission were to consider policy matters
every year, Regional Coordinating Committees would not be able to discuss these matters, as they would
continue to meet biennially. The Executive Committee noted that the planning of Codex sessions should allow
the Commission to receive the input from the Regional Committees on important policy matters such as the
Medium-Term Plan and that this aspect should be taken into account in the planning of annual meetings.
16.
Some members pointed out that the actual duration and frequency of Commission sessions should not be
specified in advance but decided on a case by case basis, as it would depend on the issues under consideration.
The Executive Committee agreed with the proposal of the Chair to recommend that each Commission session
should consider the timing for its following session and the general nature of the agenda, taking into account the
points raised above.
Implementation of the Evaluation (Proposal No.2)
17.
The Executive Committee agreed that the follow-up and monitoring of the implementation of the
Evaluation recommendations should be entrusted to the Executive Committee or Board.
Priorities for Implementation (Proposal No.3)
18.
The Executive Committee endorsed the priorities proposed in the working document, and confirmed that
they were of equal importance, but that the "processes for standards management" could be addressed as a first
step as they did not require amendments to the Procedural Manual or the development of detailed proposals for
further consideration.
Acceptable Level(s) of Protection (Proposal No.4)
19.
The Executive Committee recalled that different views had been expressed in earlier discussions and
written comments on this issue and recommended that the Commission take no further action at this stage, with
the understanding that it might be considered again in the future if required.

Review of the Codex Committee structure and mandates of Codex Committees and Task Forces,
including regional committees
20.
The Secretariat recalled that the Evaluation report had recognized the need to review the Committee
structure, although it had not been possible to consider it in the framework of the Evaluation itself due to time
constraints.
21.
The Executive Committee supported a general review of the Committee structure and mandates
(Proposal No.5), and agreed that the review should consider the relationship between all committees and Task
Forces as appropriate, and not only between general subject committees and commodity committees. In addition
to current areas of work, the review should also consider how to address the needs that were not covered or new
issues that may arise in the future. The Executive Committee also noted that the review would need to consider
ongoing work on specific subjects, in addition to the elements identified in paragraph 13 of the working paper.
22.
The Executive Committee also endorsed Proposal No.6 concerning the review of the Regional
Coordinating Committees.
23.
Several members asked for clarification on the selection of the consultants that would be entrusted with
the review, and stressed the importance of transparency in the process. The following criteria were proposed for
consideration: geographical balance including adequate representation of developing countries; knowledge of the
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Codex process, but also the ability to think beyond the current Codex framework; competence as regards
strategic planning; and ability to identify future needs. The Secretariat indicated that these elements would be
taken into account in the selection of consultants but that the selection was a decision of Secretariat under the
direction of the rules of FAO and WHO.

Review of the functions of the Executive Committee
Strategic and Managerial Functions
24.
The Executive Committee supported the strengthening of the Executive Committee as a strategic and
standards management body as proposed in Proposal No.7 and Proposal No.9 - Option 9.2
Membership and Participation (Proposals 11 and 12)
25.
The Executive Committee had an extensive discussion on the proposals concerning the membership and
participation in the Executive Committee. There was general support for the enlargement of the Executive
Committee by appointing the Regional Coordinators as Members (Option 11.1). The Executive Committee
noted that the Regional Coordinators would retain their coordinating functions.
26.
There were no objections to the proposal to limit participation to one delegate representing members
(Option 11.2). The Executive Committee noted a proposal to link this recommendation to the funding of
participation for members (Option 11.4).
27.
Some Members supported the establishment of a Sub-Committee on Programming, Budget and Planning
(Option 11.3), as this would assist the Executive Committee to meet its increased responsibilities in this area and
improve efficiency. Some other Members proposed more flexible arrangements such as the ability of the
Executive Committee to establish task-oriented sub-committees .
28.
The Executive Committee endorsed the proposal to fund the participation of Members from the Codex
budget (Option 11.4), in view of the additional burden for member countries arising from additional meetings.
Some Members noted that this should be preferably limited to developing countries and indicated that other
Members might not avail themselves of this possibility.
29.
The Executive Committee discussed the proposal to open the meetings to members countries that were
not members of the Executive Committee and to accredited international governmental and non-governmental
organizations (Proposal No. 12), as observers. It noted that two aspects could be considered: opening the
meeting to the public; and allowing the participation of observers in the debate. Several Members proposed to
open the meeting to the public, either directly or through the use of internet broadcasting but expressed some
concerns regarding the participation of observers in the debate. One Member did not support the presence of
observer member countries, and indicated that they could be represented through the Member elected on a
geographical (regional) basis. The question of improved criteria for the accreditation of non-governmental
organizations was also raised (See also Proposal 28).
30.
The view was also expressed that only observers that had presented written comments prior to the
session may be given the right to speak in the meeting, as was the case with the World Health Assembly, for
example. The Committee also noted a proposal that the Executive Committee should have the ability to hold
parts its meeting in private for certain items.
31.
The Executive Committee could not come to a conclusion on the matters raised in Proposal 12
(Participation of Observers) and noted that these issues would require further consideration in the Commission .

Improved Processes for Standards Management
32.
The Secretariat recalled that the standards management function had been identified as the primary focus
of the Evaluation, and that it was also highlighted in the Strategic Framework. It was also noted that the
proposals put forward in the working document could be implemented rapidly as a matter of priority. The
Executive Committee considered the main strategies and options put forward in the working document.
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Strategic Planning (Proposal No.13)
33.
The Executive Committee considered the proposal for the development of a Strategic Plan either by the
Secretariat or by the Executive Committee. After an exchange of views, it was noted that these options were not
mutually exclusive and in practice the Secretariat would work with the Executive Committee in the preparation
of strategic planning documents. See also para. 27, above, concerning the potential role of a Sub-Committee of
the Executive Committee.
Critical review of proposals to undertake work and monitoring progress of standards development (Proposals
No.14 and No.15)
34.
The Executive Committee supported the critical review process as proposed in the document and agreed
that it was closely related to the proposal to revise the Criteria for the Establishment of Work Priorities in order
to ensure the relevance of Codex standards at the international level. It also noted a proposal that the critical
review process should also focus on standards of relevance to international trade. It endorsed both proposals.
Standards Management – Responsibility (Proposal No.16)
35.
The Executive Committee recalled that there had been no support for the establishment of a Standards
Management Committee at the 25th Session of the Commission. The Executive Committee did not support the
establishment of such a Committee and proposed to undertake the critical review of new work as described in the
document (Option 16.2).
36.
The Executive Committee had an exchange of views on the status of an Executive Board as compared to
a Committee and did not come to a final conclusion. It was therefore agreed that the recommendation to
undertake standard management was without prejudice to the decision that might be taken later on the status of
the Executive body as a Committee or Board.
Time-bound decision-making (Proposal No. 17)
37.
The Executive Committee agreed that the body responsible for standards management should review the
status of development of draft standards at the end of a specified time-frame, normally not more than five years,
and report its findings to the Commission, as proposed in the working document.
Adoption of Standards (Proposal No.22)
38.
Several members supported the option allowing adoption with amendment under the conditions specified
in the document (Option 22.2) and proposed to allow some flexibility in order to facilitate the adoption of
standards with some limited changes at the Commission. The Member for Asia supported the option allowing
only adoption without amendment, except editorial changes, pointing out that consensus should have been
reached in the Committee before submitting a standard to the Commission.
39.
The Executive Committee agreed that adoption with a limited amendment should be allowed, provided
that the draft standard had been forwarded to the Commission on the basis of consensus.

Review of the Rules of Procedure and Other Procedural Matters
Responsibility for the Review
40.
The Executive Committee considered the two options presented under proposal 23; namely the
establishment of a specialized Task Force to undertake this work, or the convening of special sessions of the
Committee on General Principles.
41.
The Member from Europe stated that the host government of the Committee on General Principles
(France) had re-iterated its readiness to convene extraordinary sessions of that Committee to deal exclusively
with the proposed review, within a limited timeframe and based on the decisions of the 26th Commission session.
The Member also indicated that the proposed review fell fully within the Terms of Reference of the Committee
on General Principles and that it would not interfere with the regular work of this Committee. Although the
majority on Members that spoke expressed a preference for the establishment of a dedicated Task Force as a
more efficient and effective means of achieving the required outputs, it was noted that no Member country had
as yet expressed its willingness to host such a Task Force, as required in the Criteria for the Establishment of
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Subsidiary Bodies of the Commission (Article 4). It was also noted that in either case , there would be similar
burdens on countries to participate in either mechanism.
42.

The Executive Committee did not come to a conclusion on this matter.

43.
The Executive Committee noted that whatever body would be entrusted with the responsibility for the
review, the criteria for the review process would be the same.
Amendment of the Codex “Mandate” (Proposal 24)
44.
The Executive Committee noted that although there had been considerable debate on this issue, there had
been no clear decision. In view of the comments made, and the opinion of the FAO Programme Committee, it
endorsed Option 24.2 in the paper calling for the retention of the current “mandate”.

FAO/WHO TRUST FUND FOR PARTICIPATION OF DEVELOPING COUNTRIES IN
CODEX STANDARD-SETTING PROCEDURES (Agenda Item 4)5
45.
Dr Wim van Eck (WHO), Chairperson of the FAO/WHO Consultative Group for the Trust Fund,
introduced the agenda item and presented a brief report of the second meeting of the FAO/WHO Consultative
Group, which met in Geneva on 12-13 May 2003.
46.
The Consultative Group had concentrated its efforts on the further elaboration of the criteria for selection
of beneficiaries. It had agreed to retain all three categories of countries, based on the World Bank classification,
with the understanding that the selection criteria would be weighted in favour of the low-income countries
participation, while not completely excluding other developing countries from the process. The Consultative
Group elaborated an indicative distribution of the financial resources according to three outputs: i) widening
participation; ii) strengthening overall participation and, iii) enhancing scientific/technical participation. In
addition, provisions could be made to finance, on an ad hoc basis, relevant activities to assist countries did not
otherwise meet the eligibility criteria.
47.
The Chairperson of the Consultative Group informed the Executive Committee that a comprehensive
project document for use in fundraising had been prepared for the consideration of potential donors. In this
regard, he said the Consultative Group had considered the question of a threshold level that should be attained
before the Trust Fund becomes operational and that FAO and WHO have agreed that the threshold level should
be US$ 500,000 to ensure its sustainable management.
48.
The Executive Committee expressed appreciation for the good progress made since February 2003. The
timely commencement of operations of the Trust Fund would play an important role in responding to the needs
of countries to participate in Codex work, in particular in connection to the Commission decisions on frequency
of the Commission meetings. It was also pointed out that it was extremely urgent to finalize and distribute the
project document to potential donors in order to meet their budget cycles.
49.
Appreciation was expressed for the simplified criteria for countries eligibility and the allocation of some
resources for those countries which do not have experience in the work of Codex.
50.
It was clarified that the Output Level III on “enhancement of scientific/technical participation” was
related to the participation of qualified scientists in the work of the Codex Committees for the purpose of
submitting relevant data to Codex and that it was not related to the participation to JECFA/JMPR meetings
which had separate funding.

OTHER MATTERS ARISING FROM FAO AND WHO (Agenda Item 5)6
51.
The representatives of the FAO and WHO drew the attention of the Executive Committee to the steps
taken by FAO and WHO since the 25th (Extraordinary) session of the Commission in support of
recommendations of the Joint FAO/WHO Evaluation of Codex regarding the essential nature of expert advice to
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the work of Codex. The Executive Committee was informed that FAO and WHO proposed to commission a
series of consultative studies on the provision of scientific advice to Codex culminating in a final consultation in
May-June 2004, in time for the report to be presented at the 27th Session of the Commission .
52.
The Executive Committee welcomed the progress made by FAO and WHO in responding to the need for
expert advice for the work of Codex. Noting that there were currently over 20 outstanding separate requests to
FAO and WHO for expert advice from Codex bodies, it emphasized the need for prioritization in presenting
requests for expert advice to FAO and WHO. At the same time the Executive Committee highlighted the need
for flexibility to allow Codex and FAO/WHO to accommodate emerging issues.

MATTERS ARISING FROM THE REPORTS OF CODEX COMMITTEES AND TASK
FORCES (Agenda Item 6)7
53.

In view of the time available, the Executive Committee decided not to consider this item.

FINANCIAL AND BUDGETARY MATTERS 2002/2003 AND PROPOSED BUDGET 2004/2005
(Agenda Item 7)8
54.
The Executive Committee welcomed the report provided by the Secretariat. It noted that the financial
and budgetary situation for the Codex Programme was generally satisfactory. The Executive Committee noted
that the large budgetary allocations for “FAO Services” included those services such as translation,
interpretation, printing and distribution of documents and other technical services purchased from FAO. The
Executive Committee also welcomed the clearer reporting available as a result of the transfer of the Codex
Budget to the FAO Regular Programme.
55.
In regard to the proposed budget for 2004/05, the Executive Committee noted that these proposals
foresaw increased staffing both in number and seniority in the Codex Secretariat and that one of these posts
would be devoted to the finalization, publication and dissemination of Codex final texts, an element that had
been significantly under-expended in the current biennium due to staff constraints and the very high number of
Codex Sessions.
56.
While noting that the final budget levels had yet to be agreed, the Executive Committee expressed its
appreciation to the Parent bodies for the positive response to the outcome of the Joint FAO/WHO Evaluation of
Codex, not only in the increase in the direct funding for Codex, but also for the significant additional support
foreseen in the Codex-related activities of scientific advice and capacity building.

PROPOSED SCHEDULE OF CODEX MEETINGS 2003-2005 (Agenda Item 8)9
57.
The Executive Committee endorsed the Proposed Schedule of Meetings for 2003-2005 as presented by
the Secretariat. It noted however, that the Schedule did not include possible meetings of the current Task Forces,
and that there may be a necessity to include some of these. Some Members also expressed concern at the close
scheduling of some major Committees (such as the Committees on Food Labelling and General Principles)
which would put considerable strain on delegates wishing to attend both meetings. The Secretariat invited the
host countries of the Committees concerned to consult between themselves and with the Secretariat to resolve
this matter, but noted that there was little scope for many changes.
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APPENDIX I

List of Participants
liste des participants
lista de participantes

CHAIRPERSON

VICE-CHAIRPERSONS

Mr Thomas J. Billy
Special Advisor
International Food Safety Standards
U.S. Department of Agriculture
1400 Independence Avenue, S.W.
Suite 544A - E Jamie Lee Whitten Building
Washington, D.C. 20250-3700
U.S.A.
Phone: +1.202.690 1578
Fax: +1.202.690 2119
Email: thomas.billy@usda.gov
Mr D.B. Nhari
Government Analyst Laboratory
Ministry of Health and Child Welfare
P.O. Box CY 231
Causeway
Harare
Zimbabwe
Phone: +263.4.792026/7
Fax: +263.4.708527
Email: dbnhari@africaonline.co.zw
Ing. Gonzalo Ríos
Encargado de Negociaciones Internacionales del Servicio
Agrícola y Ganadero
Ministerio de Agricultura
Avenida Bulnes 140 – 6o piso
Santiago
Chile
Phone: +56.2.688 3811
Fax: +56.2.6717419
Email: gonzalo.rios@sag.gob.cl
Dr Stuart Slorach
Deputy-Director-General
National Food Administration
PO Box 622
SE-75126 Uppsala
Sweden
Phone: +46.18.175594
Fax: +46.18.105848
Email: stsl@slv.se
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MEMBERS ELECTED ON A
REGIONAL BASIS:
TANZANIA (Africa)

PHILIPPINES (Asia)

Dr C.J.S. Mosha
Chief Standards Officer
Head, Agriculture and Food Section
Codex Contact Point Officer
Tanzania Bureau of Standards
P.O. Box 9524
Dar Es Salaam
Tanzania
Phone: +255.22.450298/450206
Fax: +255.22.245.0959
Email: cjsmosha@yahoo.co.uk / tbsinfo@uccmail.co.tz
Mr Gilberto Layese
Officer-in-Charge, Director
Bureau of Agriculture and Fisheries Products Standards
Department of Agriculture
BPI Compound, Visayas Avenue, Diliman
1101 Quezon City
Philippines
Phone: +632.920.6132
Fax: +632.920.6134
Email: bafps@yahoo.com

Adviser to the Member from Asia

Mr Mitsuhiro Ushio
Director
International Food Safety Planning
Department of Food Safety, Pharmaceutical
and Food Safety Bureau
Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare
Government of Japan
Kasumigaseki 1-2-2, Chiyoda-ku
100-8916 Tokyo
Japan
Phone: +81 3 3595 2326
Fax: +81 3 3503 7965
Email: ushio-mitsuhiro@mhlw.go.jp

FRANCE (Europe)

Mr Christophe Leprêtre
Chef de délégation
Ministère de l’agriculture, de l’alimentation, de la pêche
et des affaires rurales – DGAL
251, rue de Vaugirard
75732 Paris Cedex 15
France
Phone: +33 01 49 55 83 95
Fax: +33 01 49 55 44 62
Email: christophe.lepretre@agriculture.gouv.fr
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Advisers to the Member from Europe

Mme Awilo Ochieng Pernet
Responsable, Codex Alimentarius
Unité Principale sûreté alimentaire
Office Fédéral de la Santé Publique
CH-3003 Berne
Suisse
Phone : +41 31 322 00 41
Fax : +41 31 322 95 74
Email : awilo.ochieng@bag.admin.ch
Mr Charles Crémer
Directeur
Service Public Fédéral
Santé publique, Sécurité de la chaîne alimentaire
et Environnement
Cité administrative de l’Etat
Quartier Arcades 4
B-1010 Bruxelles
Belgium
Phone : +322 210 5246
Fax : +322 210 4816
Email : charles.cremer@health.fgov.be

BRAZIL (Latin America and The
Caribbean)

Adviser to the Member from Latin
America and the Caribbean

Ms Maria Aparecida Martinelli
Coordinator of Brazilian Codex Committee
INMETRO
SEPN 511, Bloco B, 4o Andar
Brasilia – DF 70750-527
Brazil
Phone: +55 61 340 2211
Fax: +55 61 347 3284
Email: mamartinelli@persocom.com.br or
codexbrasil@persocom.com.br
Ms Maria Teresa Rodrigues Rezende
Secretary of Brazilian Codex Committee
INMETRO
SEPN 511, Bloco B, 4o Andar
Brasilia – DF 70750-527
Brazil
Phone: +55 61 340 2211
Fax: +55 61 347 3284
Email: mtrezende@persocom.com.br
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CANADA (North America)

Mr Paul Mayers
Associate Director General
Food Directorate, Health Products and Food Branch
Health Canada
Building #7, Room 1110 (0701A5)
Tunney’s Pasture
Ottawa, Ontario, K1A OL2
Canada
Phone:+613.952.3368
Fax: +613.957.1784
Email: paul_mayers@hc-sc.gc.ca

Advisers to the Member from North
America

Dr Edward Scarbrough
Manager, U.S. Codex Office
Food Safety and Inspection Service
U.S. Department of Agriculture
Room 4861 South Building
1400 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20250
U.S.A.
Phone: +1.202 720 2057
Fax: +1.202 720 3157
Email: ed.scarbrough@fsis.usda.gov

AUSTRALIA (South West Pacific)

Dr Gardner Murray
Australian Chief Veterinary Officer and
Executive Director
Product Integrity, Animal & Plant Health
Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry
Edmund Barton Building – Barton
GPO Box 858
Canberra ACT 2601
Australia
Phone:+61 2 6272 5848
Fax: +61 2 6272 5697
Email: gardner.murray@affa.gov.au

Advisers to the Member from the
South West Pacific

Mr Sundararaman Rajasekar
New Zealand Food Safety Authority
PO Box 2835
Wellington
New Zealand
Phone:+64 4 4744216
Fax: +64 4 4730118
Email: RajasekarS@nzfsa.govt.nz
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OBSERVERS
Coordinator for Africa

Dr Ben Manyindo
Deputy Director
Uganda National Bureau of Standards
P.O. Box 6329
Kampala
Uganda
Phone: 256.041.222367/256.41.505995
Fax: 256.041.286123
E-mail: unbs@afsat.com

Coordinator for Asia

Dr Azriman Rosman
Food Quality Control Division
Ministry of Health
Kompleks Pejabat-pejabat Kesihatan
Level 3, Block B, Jalan Cenderasari
50590 Kuala Lumpur
Malaysia
Phone: 603 26946601
Fax: 603 26946517
E-mail: azriman@moh.gov.my

Coordinator for Europe

Assoc. Prof. Milan Kováč
Director
National Focal Point for Codex Alimentarius
Food Research Institute
Priemyselná 4
P.O. Box 25
824 75 Bratislava 26
Slovak Republic
Phone: +00 4212-5557 4622
Fax: +00 4212-5557 1417
Email: milan.kovac@vup.sk

Coordinator for Near East

Dr Mahmoud Eisa
President
Egyptian Organization for Standardization & Quality (EOS)
16 Tadreeb El-Moderbeen
Ameria
Cairo
Egypt
Phone: +202 603 1351/1349
Fax: +202 259 3480
Email: moi@idsc.eg.net
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Dr Maryam Moustafa Moussa
Minister Plenipotentiary for Agricultural Affairs
Deputy Permanent Representative of Egypt to U.N. Agencies in
Rome
Agricultural Office of Arab Republic of Egypt in Rome
Embassy of the Arab Republic of Egypt
Via Salaria 267 (Villa Savoia)
00199 Rome
Fax: +39 06 84401943
Dr. Mohamed Fahmi Saddik
Prof. of Food Hygiene
Nutrition Institute
16 Kasr El-Aini Street
Cairo
Egypt
Phone: +202 364 3522
Fax: +202 364 7476

Coordinator for North America and
South West Pacific

Mr Greg Orriss
Director
Bureau of Food Safety and Consumer Protection
Canadian Food Inspection Agency
159 Cleopatra Drive
Nepean, Ontario K1A OY9
Phone:+613 221 7162
Fax: +613 221 7295
Email: orrissgr@inspection.gc.ca

FOOD AND AGRICULTURE
ORGANIZATION OF THE UNITED
NATIONS (FAO)

Mr H. de Haen
Assistant Director-General
Economic and Social Department
FAO, Rome
Italy
Phone: +39.06.570.53566
Fax: +39.06.570.54110
Email: hartwig.dehaen@fao.org
Dr Kraisid Tontisirin
Director
Food and Nutrition Division
FAO, Rome
Italy
Phone: +39.06.570.53330
Fax: +39.06.570.54593
Email: kraisid.tontisirin@fao.org
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Dr Jean-Louis Jouve
Chief
Food Quality and Standards Service
Food and Nutrition Division
FAO, Rome
Italy
Phone: +39.06.570.55858
Fax: +39.06.570.54593
Email: jeanlouis.jouve@fao.org
Dr Ezzeddine Boutrif
Senior Officer
Food Control and Comsumer Protection Group
Food Quality and Standards Service
Food and Nutrition Division
FAO, Rome
Italy
Phone: +39.06.570.56156
Fax: +39.06.570.54593
Email: ezzeddine.boutrif@fao.org
Dr Maria Lourdes Costarrica
Senior Officer
Food Quality Liaison Group
Food Quality and Standards Service
Food and Nutrition Division
FAO, Rome
Italy
Phone: +39.06.570.56060
Fax: +39.06.570.54593
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