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The Report of the Seventh Session of the Codex Committee on Food Import and Export
Inspection and Certification Systems is attached. It will be considered at the Twenty-third Session of
the Codex Alimentarius Commission, Rome, 28 June – 3 July 1999.

MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION BY THE COMMISSION

TEXTS SUBMITTED TO THE COMMISSION FOR ADOPTION

The Committee advanced theDraft Guidelines for the Development of Equivalence Agreements
regarding Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification Systemsto Step 8 of the Uniform
Procedure for the Elaboration of Standards and Related Texts (paragraph 30 and Appendix II). This text
is now submitted to the Commissionfor adoption. Governments and Interested International
Organizations wishing to comment on the may do so in conformity with the Uniform Procedure for the
Elaboration of Standards and Related Texts: Guide to the Consideration of Standards at Step 8 of the
Procedure (Procedural Manual of the Codex Alimentarius Commission, Tenth Edition, page 24).
Comments should be sent to the Secretary of the Codex Alimentarius Commission at the address
indicated above, not later than30 April 1999.

APPROVAL OFNEW WORK

The Commission is invited to approve the following new work at Step 1 of the Uniform Procedure for
the Elaboration of Standards and Related Texts: Guide to the Consideration of Standards:

• Proposed Draft Guidelines for the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures associated
with Food Inspection and Certification Systems(paragraph 81)

• Proposed Draft Guidelines for the Utilization of and Promotion of Quality Assurance Systems
(paragraph 93).

OTHER MATTERS REFERRED TO THECOMMISSION

The Committee requested the advice of the Executive Committee and the Commission on how to
proceed on the matter of judgement of equivalence of technical regulations other than sanitary measures
(paragraph 84).
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SEVENTH SESSION OF THE CODEX COMMITTEE ON FOOD IMPORT AND EXPORT
INSPECTION AND CERTIFICATION SYSTEMS

Summary and Conclusions

MATTERS FORCONSIDERATION BY THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION

The Committee:

• advanced the Draft Guidelines for the Development of Equivalence Agreements regarding Food
Import and Export Inspection and Certification Systems to Step 8 (paragraph 30 and Appendix II).

• requested the Commission to approve the following new work –

� Proposed Draft Guidelines for the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures
associated with Food Inspection and Certification Systems(paragraph 81)

� Proposed Draft Guidelines for the Utilization of and Promotion of Quality Assurance
Systems(paragraph 93).

OTHER MATTERS REFERRED TO THECOMMISSION

The Committee:

• requested the advice of the Executive Committee and the Commission on how to proceed on the
matter of judgement of equivalence of technical regulations other than sanitary measures
(paragraph 84).

OTHER MATTERS

The Committee:

• agreed that theProposed Draft Guidelines/Recommendations for Food Import Control Systems
should be redrafted and restructured prior to being circulated for comment at Step 3 (paragraph 53);

• agreed that theProposed Draft Guidelines and Criteria for Official Certificate Formats and Rules
relating to the Production and Issuance of Certificatesbe revised with a view towards circulating
the text formally for comments at Step 3 of the Codex Procedure (paragraph 68);

• agreed that all relevant Codex Committees would be informed of the current status of theProposed
Draft Guidelines for the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures associated with Food
Inspection and Certification Systems, bearing in mind that the Guidelines could have implications
for their current and future work programmes (paragraph 83);

• requested the advice of Legal Counsel as to whether the activities proposed in theDiscussion Paper
on Guidelines for the Establishment of a Database on Importing Country Legislationfell within the
mandate of the Codex Alimentarius Commission and the Terms of Reference of the Committee
(paragraph 99); and

• requested the opinion of the Codex Committee on General Principles on the status of the activities
proposed in theDiscussion Paper on Guidelines for the Establishment of a Database on Importing
Country Legislationin relation to the ongoing work of revising the Codex Acceptance/Notification
Procedure (paragraph 99).
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REPORT OF THE SEVENTH SESSION OF THE CODEX COMMITTEE ON FOOD
IMPORT AND EXPORT INSPECTION AND CERTIFICATION SYSTEMS

Melbourne (Australia), 22-26 February 1999

INTRODUCTION

1. The Seventh Session of the Codex Committee on Food Import and Export Inspection and
Certification Systems was held in Melbourne, Australia from 22 to 26 February 1999, at the kind
invitation of the Government of the Commonwealth of Australia. Mr. Digby Gascoine, Director, Policy
and International Division, Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service chaired the Session. It was
attended by 186 participants representing 45 Members of the Commission, 1 Observer country and 18
international organizations. A complete list of participants, including the Secretariat, is given in
Appendix I.

2. The Honourable Senator Judith Troeth, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry in officially welcoming delegates to the meeting, reflected on the Committee’s
performance record in dealing with contemporary and frequently conceptually and technically difficult
issues associated with food inspection and certification systems. The Senator noted that there had been
a change to the culture behind food law and to the culture within food producing industries; the
fundamentals for this change included: increasing consumer demands for safe food; the emergence of
new and more virulent hazards capable of being conveyed in food; and the need to secure adequate
food and nutrition for all of the world’s population. She noted the enormity of the task for governments
in responding to the changing environment that required food regulation to be flexible and adaptive in
responding to developments such as the discovery of new food-borne pathogens, new behaviours of
pathogens, and new technologies like genetic modification. Governments at the meeting were
encouraged to work together, to take every opportunity to collectively examine ways to achieve an
international response that will contribute to a global food supply that is safe and abundant, and that
contributes to the economic stability of nations.

3. Mr. John R. Lupien, Director, Food and Nutrition Division, FAO responded on behalf of the
Directors-General of FAO and WHO and thanked Senator Troeth for her remarks and the Government
of Australia for its kind hospitality. He drew attention to the critical importance of the work of the
Committee which was aimed at allowing Codex member countries in their programmes to assure
effectively the quality and safety of their food imports and exports and foods in domestic markets. He
noted that protecting the health and well-being of consumers had wider quality aspects since many food
related health or economic risks were virtually impossible for consumers to detect. These could only be
controlled by proper food production, storage, processing and marketing systems that started at the point
of production and ensured proper inputs and practices throughout any food chain.

4. Mr. Lupien recalled the Conference held in Rome in March 1991 onFood Standards, Chemicals
in Food and International Tradeto examine the likely impact of the GATT Uruguay Round discussions
on Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures and on Technical Barriers to Trade. In light of the new round
of WTO discussions to begin soon, FAO was convening a new inter-governmental Conference onFood
Trade Beyond the Year 2000: Science-Based Decisions, Harmonization, Equivalence and Mutual
Recognition, in cooperation with WHO and WTO. Mr. Lupien announced that thanks to the kind
hospitality of the Commonwealth of Australia, the State of Victoria and the City of Melbourne that this
Conference will be held in Melbourne in October 1999.
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ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (AGENDA ITEM 1)

5. The Committee adopted the Provisional Agenda1 as the Agenda for the Session.

MATTERS REFERRED FROM CODEX COMMITTEES (AGENDA ITEM 2) 2

6. The Committee was informed of the response of the Chair of the SPS Committee with regard to
the request made by the 22nd Session of the Commission to obtain clarification on how the Committee
would “differentiate standards, guidelines and other recommendations” in response to the SPS
Agreement. The Committee noted the opinion of the Executive Committee (June 1998).

7. The Committee noted that the 22nd Session of the Codex Committee on Methods of Analysis and
Sampling had agreed to refer “Criteria For Evaluating Methods of Analysis For Codex Purposes”
(Annex of CX/FICS 99/2) which deals with trade dispute situations to this Committee for consideration.
The Committee decided to discuss this matter under Other Business and Future Work (see paras. 100 -
102).

8. The Committee also noted that most of other items would be discussed under relevant agenda
items.

9. The representative of WHO informed the Committee of the progress on the revision process of
the International Health Regulation (IHR). The Committee was informed that the first version of the
proposed revised International Health Regulation was distributed to WHO Member States in February
1998. The second revision would be circulated to WHO Members and other relevant international
organizations for further consultation within 1999 taking into account the evaluation of pilot studies on
the “Notification of Syndromes”.

DRAFT GUIDELINES FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF EQUIVALENCE AGREEMENTS
REGARDING FOOD IMPORT AND EXPORT INSPECTION AND CERTIFICATION
SYSTEMS (AT STEP 7)(AGENDA ITEM 3) 3

10. The Committee noted that work on the Guidelines had been initiated following a proposal made
by the Delegation of the USA at its Third Session (1995) and that the 21st Session of the Commission
(1995) had approved the elaboration of the Guidelines. In introducing the document, the Delegation of
the USA stated that the Guidelines described the nature and content of equivalence agreements for food
import and export inspection and certification systems and set out a process whereby such agreements
could be established between trading partners. The Representative of the WTO noted with satisfaction
the progress that had been made to date on the Guidelines.

11. Several Spanish-speaking delegations noted problems in the Spanish version of the text and the
Committee agreed that the Delegation of Argentina would act as rapporteur for the final version of the
draft text in Spanish. Therefore, comments raised that related only to the Spanish text are not generally
reported here.

TITLE

12. No changes were made.

SECTION 1 - SCOPE

13. It was noted that the English version of the text referring to “less formal” agreements was the
correct interpretation of the meaning of this provision (rather than “informal”).

1 CX/FICS 99/1
2 CX/FICS 99/2
3 ALINORM 99/30, Appendix II; CL 1998/6-FICS (Request for comments at Step 5); CL 1998/20-FICS

(Request for comments at Step 6); CX/FICS 99/3 (Comments of Egypt, Slovak Republic, USA, OECD); CRD
1 (Comments of Chile, Cuba, Malaysia, Spain, Thailand, Uruguay), CRD 4 (Comments of Japan); CRD 5
(Comments of EC); CRD 8 (Comments of India).
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SECTION 2 - DEFINITIONS

14. The Committee decided to retain those definitions that had already been agreed to in other texts
and that had been approved by the Commission. It also decided to retain the full text of these
definitions rather than make cross-references to them, in order that the final text would be complete and
self-contained. It was noted that the term “government agency” was equivalent to the term “government
body” for the purpose of this document. The Delegation of Indonesia proposed that a definition of the
term “competent authority” be included in the text.

SECTION 3 - PURPOSE OFAGREEMENTS

15. The Committee agreed to extend the purpose relating to the use of collective resources to indicate
that these would be used “more efficiently and effectively”.

SECTION 4 – TYPES OFAGREEMENTS

16. The Committee agreed to change the title of this Section to “Scope and Types of Agreements”
for clarity and consistency with the content of the Section. A paragraph (former paragraph 14) that dealt
with consideration of the exporting country’s measures rather than with the type of agreement was
transferred to the following Section.

17. The Committee agreed with the comments of several countries that the agreements to be covered
by this text were those that dealt with the equivalence of systems rather than requirementsper seand
made the necessary changes to the text. In order to remove any ambiguity and to make a positive
statement, it was agreed to reword the sentence that indicated that agreements “may be entered into
where equivalence has been established in respect of some or all requirements”. This provided
flexibility in cases where not all requirements were covered by the agreement.

SECTION 5 – CONSIDERATIONS BEFOREENTERING INTO BILATERAL OR MULTILATERAL DISCUSSIONS

18. The Committee agreed to reword the paragraph dealing with the establishment of priorities for
consultations dealing with the development of agreements. It also agreed to reword the paragraph
dealing with the provision of technical assistance to indicate the appropriate relationship between
importing developed countries and exporting developing countries.

SECTION 6 – INITIATING DISCUSSIONS TOWARDS ANEQUIVALENCE AGREEMENT

19. The Committee noted that the text provided for cases where the importing country would have
difficulty in responding to requests for the establishment of an agreement. It was noted that the SPS
Agreement obliged WTO Members to enter into consultations if requested to do so (Article 4.2).
However, the Committee noted that the Guidelines were applicable also to provisions covered by the
TBT Agreement where no such obligation was mentioned and were for use by all countries, not only
WTO Members. The relevant paragraphs were amended to take these matters into consideration in a
way that did not affect either the rights or obligations of WTO Members under the SPS Agreement. It
was also agreed that responses to requests for consultations should be made in a timely manner. A
paragraph relating to the provision of relevant information needed for the consultative process was
deleted as the required details had been set out in another Section of the Guidelines.

SECTION 7 – CONSULTATIVE PROCESS FOREQUIVALENCE AGREEMENTS

20. The Committee agreed to a number of improvements to the text of this Section in the use of the
terms “risk” and “hazard” and to emphasize that the agreements covered by the Guidelines referred to
control measures and not to requirementsper se. It was agreed to retain the separate references to
equivalence agreements for food safety (sanitary) control measures and to equivalence agreements for
other relevant requirements for food. The text dealing with the first of these references was amended
for consistency with the SPS Agreement.

21. The Committee noted several references to “participating competent authorities” and recalled
that the roles and responsibilities of “competent authority(ies)” were covered by theGuidelines for the
Design, Operation, Assessment and Accreditation of Food Import and Export Inspection and
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Certification Systems4, adopted by the Commission in 1997, especially the Section dealing with
Inspection and Certification System Infrastructure. However, it agreed to replace reference to
“competent authorities” with a reference to “participants in the agreements” where possible, this being
more correct in the context of this Section of the Guidelines.

22. The Committee agreed to include a provision for the development of procedures to allow the
importing country to reexamine products to verify that an exporting country had corrected deficiencies.

23. The Committee debated the provision relating to the enhancement of public confidence in the
agreement. Several delegations were of the opinion that the negotiating process was primarily a matter
of government-to-government relations and that non-governmental participation in this process was a
matter for individual governments to decide in accordance with national legislative and regulatory
processes. These delegations were of the view that the text as written was too prescriptive and preferred
to use the word “may” as the operational verb in this sentence. Other delegations and the observers
from IFOAM, Consumers International and WTO drew attention to the transparency provisions of the
adoptedCodex Principles for Food Export Inspection and Certificationand the general approach of the
Commission towards transparency. These delegations preferred to use the word “should” as the
operational verb in this sentence.

24. The Committee agreed to modify the paragraph by introducing a phrase to protect legitimate
confidentiality, consistent with the transparency provisions of theCodex Principles for Food Export
Inspection and Certification. The Committee also decided to retain the use of the word “should”. The
Delegations of Egypt, Malaysia, Singapore, Uruguay and Vietnam reserved their positions in relation to
this decision on the use of the word “should”.

25. In the same paragraph, the Committee also agreed to change the word “basis” in the original text
to “content”. Several delegations stated that they preferred to use the broader term “basis”.

SECTION 8 – PILOT STUDIES

26. Some Delegations questioned the need for this Section and its practical application in the
development of equivalence agreements. The delegations of Australia and Botswana noted that in their
experience, pilot studies had proved to be practical and useful and that in any case the provisions of this
Section were entirely optional. The Committee agreed to retain the text.

SECTION 9 – DRAFTING THE AGREEMENT

27. No changes were made to this Section.

SECTION 10 – IMPLEMENTING THE AGREEMENT

28. The Committee agreed that proposals for new or revised measures that pertain to the agreement
should be notified instead of the finalized measures, in order to be consistent with the obligations of
WTO Members under the SPS and TBT Agreements.

APPENDIX A – CONTENTS OFEQUIVALENCE AGREEMENTS

29. The Committee agreed to the contents of the Appendix with small changes to the châpeau and to
the paragraph onSample Collection. Separate provisions were made regardingEntry into Forceand for
the Review, Modification and Termination of the Agreement, primarily for clarity. The paragraph
dealing withSignatureson the Agreement was also modified for the sake of clarity.

STATUS OF THE DRAFT GUIDELINES FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF EQUIVALENCE AGREEMENTS

REGARDINGFOODIMPORT ANDEXPORTINSPECTION ANDCERTIFICATION SYSTEMS

30. The Committee agreed to advance theDraft Guidelines for the Development of Equivalence
Agreements regarding Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification Systemsto Step 8 for

4 Reference to be included.
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consideration by the 23rd Session of the Commission. The revised text of the Draft Guidelines is
attached as Appendix II to this report.

31. The Delegation of Chile expressed its reservation with regard to the integrity of the new version
of the Spanish text, in particular with the procedure followed whereby not only were comments
translated, but the entire text had been re-translated. This had resulted in the new Spanish text differing
from the previous text in paragraphs where no decision had been made by the Committee to make
amendments. The Delegation of Spain expressed the same reservation.

32. The Delegation of Argentina clarified that the reservation expressed by Chile was unrelated to
the responsibility given to it by the Committee (see para. 11 above).

PROPOSED DRAFT GUIDELINES/RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FOOD IMPORT CONTROL
SYSTEMS (AGENDA ITEM 4) 5

33. The Committee noted the background of the document and the fact that the 45th Session of the
Executive Committee (June 1998) had approved the elaboration of the proposed draft
Guidelines/Recommendations as new work at Step 1.6 The Delegation of Mexico introduced the paper
and emphasized that the guidelines/recommendations should guarantee the safety of food and rapid
entry into the country of destination. The Committee was informed that the text prepared incorporated
the comments received from Germany, Australia, Egypt, United States and the Netherlands and the
principles of FAO Manual of Food Quality Control. Imported Food Inspection (Food and Nutrition
Paper 14/15, 1993) and WHO Manual for Inspection of Imported Food (1992) were applied.

34. The Committee agreed to receive the views of participating delegations on the document taking
into account the fact that the text had not been formally circulated to governments and interested
international organizations for comments. The Committee discussed Annex 1 to the working document
containing the proposed draftGuidelines/Recommendations for Imported Food Control Systemssection
by section.

GENERAL ISSUES

35. The Committee thanked the delegation of Mexico for the paper, which received wide support
from the delegations. Several delegations expressed their intention to move forward while some
delegations were generally of the opinion that further elaboration of the paper should be made and the
work in this area should proceed carefully and gradually.

36. The Delegation of Germany speaking on behalf of the Member States of the European Union
present at the Session7, expressed its concern that the text presented only one possible model and that
there were different ways of achieving the same results (such as systems of “self-checking”). The
representative stated that the text should be developed only as an Information Paper and the heading of
the text should be changed as such, although it was noted that such texts had not been published in the
Codex Alimentarius. These views were supported by the Delegation of Switzerland. The Delegation of
Malaysia wished the text to remain as an information paper and not as a guideline in view of the
problems faced by many developing countries in setting up infrastructure such as communication
systems and the application of risk assessment. The Delegation of the Republic of Korea supported this
view.

37. Several delegations stated that the paper should take into account the relative responsibilities of
the importing and exporting countries. It was pointed out that it was the responsibility of the producers,
exporters and importers to comply with the regulatory requirements established by the importing

5 CX/FICS 99/4; CRD 5 (Comments of EC); CRD 8 (Comments of India)
6 See ALINORM 99/3, Appendix 3.
7 Except where otherwise indicated throughout this report, the Delegation of Germany spoke on behalf of the

Member States of the European Union present at the Session.
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country and that it was the responsibility of the governments to show that these requirements had been
met.

38. Several delegations stated that the structure of the proposed guidelines needed to be changed so
as to be more consistent with operations rather than following a series of principles. It was noted that
this would require a very substantial redrafting of the document.

39. A question was asked about the difference between guidelines and recommendations under the
WTO Agreements. The Committee noted the opinion of the 45th Session of the Executive Committee on
this matter and the comments of the Chairman of the WTO SPS Committee8.

SCOPE

40. Several delegations expressed their opinion that the scope of the paper should be extended to
cover consumer protection issues such as fraud as well as food safety. Some delegations recommended
deletion of the reference to the determination of equivalence.

DEFINITIONS

41. The Committee noted that the definitions conform to those of the Procedural Manual and other
texts adopted by the Commission.

SECTION 3 - TRANSPARENTSYSTEM WITH DOCUMENTED PROCEDURES ANDSTANDARDS

42. It was suggested that this section should refer toFood Import Control Inspection Systems, rather
than Food Import Control Systems. It was also suggested that reference should be made to the
timelinessof communication and dissemination of information on regulations, policies and guidelines
applied by an importing country.

SECTION 4 - CLEARLY DEFINED AUTHORITY FOR LEGISLATION, REGULATION AND OFFICIAL INSPECTION

SYSTEM

43. The Committee agreed to delete reference to the possible extension of sovereignty of a country to
food production controls in other countries.

44. Several delegations expressed the need to further elaborate the issues related to use of third party
organizations for inspection, testing and analysis, and certification. The representative of WTO
explained that the SPS and TBT Agreements did allow the use of third party inspections. It was also
noted that such “officially recognized systems” were included in the Codex Principles for Import and
Export Inspection and Certification.

45. The Delegation of Germany speaking on behalf of the Member States of the European Union
present at the Session requested that reference to “pre-authorization acceptance” of imported foods be
deleted.

SECTION 5 - APPLICATION OF RISK ANALYSIS

46. Several delegations questioned the statement that resources should determine priorities in regard
to risk analysis, and stated that priorities should be determined on the basis of risks to public heath.
Delegations also expressed concern at the emphasis on lot-by-lot inspection in this section, stating that
such a procedure was unusual and very burdensome. It was requested that the term “history of
compliance” be qualified.

47. There was considerable concern about the proposal that exporting countries should collect and
disseminate epidemiological data on food-borne illnesses. A number of delegations requested that this
provision be deleted from the guidelines or else be placed in a framework where there was equivalent
responsibilities between the importing and exporting countries. The Representative of Consumers
International supported retention of the provision. It was noted that such information was being
collected and disseminated within the context of other programmes.

8 CX/FICS 99/2
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SECTION 6 – A FOODIMPORT CONTROL SYSTEM SHOULD BECONSISTENTLYIMPLEMENTED AND PROVIDE

FOR PARITY WITH DOMESTIC CONTROL

48. A number of delegations drew attention to the fact that it was not always possible to apply the
same requirements to imported foods as apply to domestic products. The Observer from the WTO
clarified that the WTO SPS and TBT Agreements did not require this, but required that imported goods
received no less favorable treatment than domestic goods, bearing in mind the objectives of the relevant
requirements.

49. Questions were raised about some of the obligations implied in the proposal that Food Import
Inspection Systems should be fully documented, and what this would mean for those developing
countries that had inadequate infrastructures. It was suggested that specific, quantifiable criteria might
need to be established in order to meet the obligations of this requirement.

50. Several delegations referred to the need to defining the point of entry. It was also suggested that
provision should be made for inspection of food in transit from one country to another and also via a
third country.

SECTION 7 – RECOGNITION OF FOODSAFETY CONTROLS IN THE EXPORTING COUNTRY

51. As noted above, it was suggested that this section should be expanded to cover other
requirements, not only food safety controls. It was also suggested to include the concept that developed
importing countries should provide assistance to developing countries to assist them to establish control
systems and standards that would meet the level of protection desired by the importing country.

SECTION 8 – ADHERENCE TO THE CODEX “C ODE OF ETHICS FOR INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN FOODS”

52. It was suggested that this section should be brought into line with the relevant Codex documents
quoted and that the responsibilities of the importing and exporting parties and authorities be better
defined. It was suggested that this section should contain a provision for feedback of information to the
exporting country in order to improve the future level of compliance with import requirements.

STATUS OF THE PROPOSEDDRAFT GUIDELINES /RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FOODIMPORTCONTROL

SYSTEMS

53. The Committee agreed that the Proposed Draft Guidelines/Recommendations should be redrafted
and restructured prior to being circulated for comment at Step 3. The Committee appointed a drafting
group consisting of Australia, Canada, France, Germany, Japan, Netherlands, South Africa and the USA
to undertake the revision. The Delegation of Mexico and the Australian Secretariat would coordinate
this work.

PROPOSED DRAFT GUIDELINES AND CRITERIA FOR OFFICIAL CERTIFICATE
FORMATS AND RULES RELATING TO THE PRODUCTION AND ISSUANCE OF
CERTIFICATES (AGENDA ITEM 5) 9

54. The Committee noted the background to the document and the fact that the 45th Session of the
Executive Committee had approved the development of the draft guidelines as new work at Step 1 of the
Procedure10. The paper was introduced by the delegations of United Kingdom and Australia, the author
countries. As the text had not been formally circulated to governments and interested international
organizations for comment, the Committee agreed to receive the views of participating delegations on
the document. The debate focussed on the Annex to the working document containing the proposed
draft Guideline and Criteria for a Generic Official Certificate Format.

9 CX/FICS 99/5; CRD 2 (Comments of USA); CRD 5 (Comments of EC); CRD 7 (Draft Model Certificate for
Fish and Fishery Products, prepared by Canada and Norway on behalf of the Codex Committee on Fish and
Fishery Products); CRD 8 (Comments of India).

10 See ALINORM 99/3, Appendix 3.
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GENERAL ISSUES

55. Several delegations stressed the urgency of finalizing work on the Guidelines in order to provide
a framework for the development of certificates for specific commodities by Codex Commodity
Committees. Nevertheless, there was a general opinion that the document needed to be redrafted to take
into account a number of related issues, including many that were raised in the debate reported below.
It was also suggested that the document should deal with the proper attestation of certificates following
consignments that were split before final destination.

TITLE

56. Most of the comments supported the use of an expanded title consistent with the title of the text
as approved by the Executive Committee or the full title as indicated in the present Agenda Item. It was
noted, however, that the Committee had the right to propose changes to this title as might be required
during the subsequent elaboration of the text.

OBJECTIVES

57. Several Delegations stressed the need to include a consideration of the principles or rationale
behind the use of certificates that would contain in particular a statement to the effect that certification
was non-mandatory and that other procedures such as mutual recognition agreements could be used in
place of certificates. It was also indicated that the guidelines should cover the development of
certificates and their management and that the actual format of and content of certificates should be
developed by individual Codex Commodity Committees or other parties for areas not covered by Codex
work. The need to make provisions for electronic forms of certificates was highlighted by several
delegations.

GENERAL FORMAT OF CERTIFICATE

Standard Format

58. Several delegations noted that this sub-section did not deal with matters concerning the Standard
Format and therefore a re-organization or re-ordering of the paragraphs would be required. It was
suggested that the headings “General Format of Certificate” and “Criteria” be exchanged. It was
suggested that there was a need for the text to be more explicit or more detail provided in relation to the
identification and/or nature of the product. It was also pointed out that the document did not seem to
cover all available forms of certificates and their type and characteristics (sanitary or quality certificates;
certificates covering mixed consignments; multiple but connected pages to single certificates; etc.). It
was further stressed that the text should specify that there should be one Original certificate regardless
of the number of copies and that one copy of the certificate as well as the identification number should
be retained by the certifying authority.

59. In addition it was proposed that any change in the circumstances of the certifying authority be
communicated promptly to the importing country. Some delegations recommended that some of the
terms used in the text (attestation, seal, approved stamp, etc.) should be defined and that the period of
validity of the certificate should bear an appropriate relationship with the life of the product.

60. In regard to the languages to be used in certificates, it was proposed that certificates should be in
a language comprehensible to the certifying officer and in at least one of the official languages of the
country of destination.

Responsibilities of Certifying Officers

61. Some delegations suggested that this section should be deleted since it was not consistent with
the purpose of the document. A number of delegations were of the opinion that this section should
describe the obligations and responsibilities of certifying authorities and certifying officers and should
make reference to issues such as;

• certifying officers should have due authority to issue certificates;

• linkages to the CodexPrinciples of Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification;
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• the independence of certifying officers.

62. Several delegations drew attention to the conceptual and practical problems inherent in certifying
information ascertained by a person other than the certifying officer. They were of the opinion that this
provision required further elaboration to provide for,inter alia, attestations in writing, information
derived from other competent authorities, and information obtained from official or officially
recognized food quality and safety programmes or systems.

Instructions for Completing the Form

63. It was noted that this sub-section contained provisions related to completing and issuing of
certificates and should therefore be re-titled. It was also pointed out that there was no provision for
electronic forms of certification. Several delegations requested clarification of the persons and/or
authorities to which the original and copies of the certificate should be provided.

64. Several delegations were of the opinion that the rules for the issuance of “Duplicate” certificates
should be expanded and should indicate that such certificates were issued as full replacements for
original certificates that were then no longer valid.

65. It was pointed out that several of the details contained in this sub-section were either not essential
or were not practical, such as the provision that certificates should not be capable of being photocopied.

CRITERIA

66. Several delegations questioned the specific criteria proposed for inclusion in certificates. In
particular, it was suggested that “consignee” or “port of entry” should replace the term “product
destination” and that reference should also be made to the “consignor”. Many delegations questioned
the provision requiring the certificate to specify the country of origin of ingredients, stating that this
would be either impossible or at least very difficult and some delegations suggested deleting this
provision. It was proposed that there be a definition of “country of origin” that would take into account
the country of despatch, country of processing and country of production.

67. It was suggested that for products that needed to be held or transported under specific
temperature conditions, that these conditions should also be specified on the certificate.

STATUS OF THE PROPOSEDDRAFT GUIDELINES AND CRITERIA FOR OFFICIAL CERTIFICATE FORMATS

AND RULES RELATING TO THE PRODUCTION ANDISSUANCE OFCERTIFICATES

68. The Committee noted the interest in this work, but agreed that further work and additional
contributions were required in order to agree upon an appropriate text. The Committee agreed to
request the Delegations of the United Kingdom and Australia to re-draft the Guidelines in light of the
views expressed in the present discussion and in the Conference Room Documents with a view towards
circulating the text formally for comments at Step 3 of the Codex Procedure and consideration at its next
Session.

DISCUSSION PAPER ON ISSUES RELATING TO THE JUDGEMENT OF EQUIVALENCE
(AGENDA ITEM 6) 11

69. The Committee recalled its discussions on this matter at its previous session and the
consideration given to the subject by the 45th Session of the Executive Committee.12 In particular, it was
noted that the Executive Committee had requested the Committee to develop concepts, identify issues
for consideration of the Commission and other Codex Committees, and suggest how a systematic
approach might be applied. The Executive Committee had suggested that as soon as work had
proceeded beyond the initial stages, other relevant Codex Committees should initiate their own work as
appropriate. It was noted that Commission had identified the matter as one of priority.

11 CX/FICS 99/6 (Prepared by New Zealand, with assistance from Australia, Canada and USA); CRD 4
(Comments of Japan); CRD 6 (Comments of the European Community); CRD 8 (Comments of India).

12 ALINORM 99/30, paras. 41-52 and ALINORM 99/3, paras. 35-36.
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70. The Committee discussed the document in general terms and then considered in detail some
elements of the proposed guidelines attached to the discussion paper before considering how work in
this area might be developed further.

GENERAL ISSUES

71. Delegations stressed the importance of the issue in relation to the work of the Commission and
the Committee. They noted the relationship between the proposals contained in the paper and the work
already undertaken on Guidelines such as theGuidelines for the Design, Operation, Assessment and
Accreditation of Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification Systemsand theDraft Guidelines
for the Development of Equivalence Agreements regarding Food Import and Export Inspection and
Certification Systems(see paras. 10 – 30, above). The importance of the guidelines as a means of
applying the provisions of Article 4 of the SPS Agreement uniformly and consistently to food safety
matters was also stressed. Several delegations and observers also referred to Article 2.7 of the TBT
Agreement in relation to the recognition of equivalence for technical food control regulations other than
food safety.

72. The Committee discussed the speed with which the work should be undertaken and at what point
other Codex Committees should be invited to take up related areas of work within their own areas of
responsibility. Several delegations were of the opinion that the paper should be developed carefully and
slowly through a step-by-step approach, involving other Codex Committees along the way in order to
achieve a Codex-wide consensus in this area. Some delegations expressed the view that it would be
premature to initiate the Step Procedure for the future development of the text.

73. Many delegations referred to the new concepts in the paper, especially that of Food Safety
Objectives, which had broad implications for the work of the Commission and other Committees, and
that had yet to be fully discussed. Other delegations noted that several definitions and other issues had
yet to be satisfactorily resolved. Attention was also drawn to the implications for some developing
countries in their ability to judge equivalence and the need to improve the infrastructure capabilities of
these developing countries.

74. The Delegation of New Zealand, on behalf of the author countries, noted that the 22nd Session of
the Commission had given the Committee the mandate to develop guidelines for the determination of
equivalence between food import and export inspection and certification systems. However, as the SPS
Agreement made no distinction between systems and measures, the framework of the guideline had to
be broadly based. The work of other Codex Committees, particularly the Committee on Food Hygiene,
had already provided a basis for continued work in certain specific areas. The Delegation confirmed
that more refinement was needed on the concept of Food Safety Objectives with guidance on how they
should be developed and expressed, and on how they could be used in food import and export inspection
and certification systems. The Delegation suggested that work on TBT-related issues could be
developed in parallel to the present document.

CONSIDERATION OF THE PROPOSEDDRAFT GUIDELINES

Preamble and Scope

75. A number of delegations supported the development of guidelines for determining the
equivalence of non-safety (TBT) measures, taking into account the provisions of Article 6 of the TBT
Agreement. It was noted however, that the SPS and TBT Agreements treated the matter of equivalence
differently. Opinions were therefore divided as to whether the present paper should be expanded to
cover TBT matters; whether a separate paper covering TBT matters should be developed in parallel with
the present paper; or whether a paper covering TBT matters should be developed only after guidelines
on determining the equivalence of food safety matters had been completed, thereby allowing the
Committee to concentrate on the latter.

76. Several delegations were of the opinion that the concept of Food Safety Objectives required
further development, possibly in a parallel paper or Annex, especially in relation to the application of
the “appropriate level of protection” concept. Some delegations also pointed out that emphasis in this
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Committee should be on the determination of equivalence of systems and not of measures since the
technical expertise in regard to specific measures was within the competence of other Codex
Committees.

Definitions

77. Several delegations pointed to the differences between the definitions used in the text and the
corresponding definitions adopted by the Commission or used in other texts developed by the
Committee. It was agreed to use previously adopted definitions where these existed. It was noted that
the definitions used in the text would need to be referred to the Committee on General Principles and
other Codex Committees at an appropriate time.

78. It was agreed that more work was needed on the definition ofFood Safety Objective, and that
careful consideration should be given to the legal and political interpretations of this term. It was also
suggested that the term “objectively demonstrated” required definition. Some delegations expressed
concern over the proposed definition ofAppropriate Level of Protection.

General Principles for the Judgement of Equivalence

79. One delegation was of the opinion that the rights of the importing country were insufficiently
explained in this section.

Guidelines for the Judgement of Equivalence

80. Several editorial comments were made and one delegation expressed concern that the procedure
outlined was excessively rigid and did not take into account the possibility of using approaches other
than those based on Food Safety Objectives.

CONSIDERATION OF FUTURE DEVELOPMENTS

81. It was decided that the Commission should be requested to initiate formal work on the
elaboration ofGuidelines for the Judgement of Equivalence of Sanitary Measures associated with Food
Inspection and Certification Systems. Should the Commission approve such work at Step 1, a revised
draft of the text would be prepared in the light of the present discussion (Step 2) and circulated to
Governments and interested international organizations for comments at Step 3. As noted above, some
delegations expressed the view that the time was not yet right for the initiation of the formal Codex Step
Procedure and stated that it would be better for the present paper to be redrafted and re-issued as a
discussion paper. The Committee recalled, however, that the Step Procedure was used for the
elaboration of Codex texts in order to ensure transparency and the full participation of Codex Member
countries, and for effective communication at the appropriate time with other Codex Committees. It
was noted that entry into the Step Procedure did not imply automatic advancement of any Codex text as
the Committee or the Commission could at any time return a text to a previous Step in the Procedure.

82. During the discussion several delegations expressed their willingness to assist in further work on
this subject. The Committee requested the Delegation of New Zealand, with the assistance of the other
author countries to undertake a revision of the present text, taking into account the present discussion.
This text would either be circulated at Step 3 of the Procedure or as a discussion paper, depending on
the decision of the Commission.

83. It was agreed that all relevant Codex Committees would be informed of the present discussion
and of the current status of work on the Guidelines, bearing in mind that the Guidelines could have
implications for their present and future work programmes.

84. In regard to the proposal to develop guidelines on the judgement of equivalence of technical
regulations other than sanitary measures, some delegations were of the view that it would be appropriate
not to commence work on this aspect until the work on food safety related aspects of the judgement of
equivalence had been well advanced. Others were of the view that such a sequential approach would
mean the postponement into the indefinite future of important and relevant work. The Committee
requested the advice of the Executive Committee and the Commission on how to proceed in this matter.
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DISCUSSION PAPER ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF GUIDELINES FOR THE UTILIZATION
AND PROMOTION OF QUALITY ASSURANCE SYSTEMS (AGENDA ITEM 7) 13

85. The Committee noted the decision of its last Session that a discussion paper would be prepared
by Australia for consideration at its current meeting.14 The Committee was informed that the paper was
designed to explain the history, role of industry and the relationship between the Hazard Analysis and
Critical Control Point (HACCP) System and other quality management systems including ISO 9000, as
had been discussed at its previous session. The representative emphasized the intention of avoiding
recommendations to use any particular systems and especially proprietary methods.

86. The Committee welcomed the work of Australia. Several delegations were of the opinion that
further elaboration of the paper was necessary due to the adoption of quality assurance systems and the
HACCP system on a voluntary basis by industry. Several delegations were of the opinion that the
guidelines should concentrate on food safety (sanitary) issues rather than on quality factors. It was noted
that quality systems were used between commercial partners while the HACCP system was often used
on a regulatory basis. Concern was also expressed that the promotion of quality assurance systems was
beyond the mandate of the Codex Alimentarius Commission.

87. The Delegation of Germany emphasized the importance of limiting the scope of the text to food
inspection and certification systems only and not to quality assurance, audit, surveillance systems and
the HACCP system. It was stated that HACCP may be integrated into the system on a voluntary basis
and it was recognized that the voluntary use of quality assurance system might provide additional value.

88. Some delegations15 were of the opinion that the paper should be developed in a way to explain
the relationship between quality assurance and HACCP systems and the mechanisms of these systems. It
was stated that the application of HACCP should be additional to the use of good manufacturing
practices taking into account the fact that HACCP was not necessarily the only applicable system. The
text should be limited to develop guidelines on how to use the quality assurance systems applied by
industry in the context of Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification Systems applied by
regulators. Some delegations suggested that the text should be treated as an Information Paper only.

89. It was suggested that guidelines to harmonize inspection systems based on quality management
systems were timely and could include issues such the frequency of surveillance and the use of third-
party systems.

90. In response to concern expressed that the adoption of the guideline could result in unnecessary
technical barriers to trade, it was pointed out that the purpose of the document was to assist both
industry and regulators. Further elaboration of the text would not imply that the use of quality assurance
systems was being made mandatory. It was for individual businesses to decide whether to implement a
quality assurance system or not. However, once a quality assurance system was in place, the approach
taken by regulators to inspection procedures could be modified to take the quality assurance system into
account. This should result in a saving of resources while at the same time strengthening confidence in
the outcome of the regulatory inspection.

91. The Delegation of Uruguay expressed concern at the content of the text and the possibility that it
might lead to a situation where governments were compelled to apply it as a result of the WTO
Agreements. The representative of WTO reaffirmed that Codex texts served as reference points under
the SPS Agreement and reiterated the response of the Chair of the SPS Committee that how a text would
be considered depended on its substantive content rather than on the category of the text.

92. The Delegation of Germany reminded the Committee that the 30th Session of the Codex
Committee on Food Hygiene had discussed a paper on HACCP-like systems in small businesses with
special reference to developing countries and such guideline should also be taken into account.

13 CX/FICS 99/7; CRD 10 (Comments of the European Commission); CRD 11 (Comments of Chile).
14 ALINORM 99/30, paras. 59-61
15 CRD 10 (Comments of EC); CRD 11 (Comments of Chile)
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93. The Committee agreed to request the Commission to approve the elaboration of the Guidelines as
new work. It agreed that the paper should be redrafted in the light of the comments expressed and in the
Conference Room Documents and then circulated to governments for comments prior to discussion at
the next session. The Committee appointed a drafting group consisting of United States, Canada,
Denmark, France, India, New Zealand and South Africa to undertake the revision and requested
Australia to coordinate this work.

DISCUSSION PAPER ON GUIDELINES FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A DATABASE ON
IMPORTING COUNTRY LEGISLATION (AGENDA ITEM 8) 16

94. The Committee recalled that this matter had first been raised at its Sixth Session (1998) at which
time the Committee had requested the Delegation of India, assisted by other interested delegations, to
prepare a discussion paper for consideration at the present Session.17 In introducing the paper, the
Delegation of India stated that there was a need for clear information of importing countries’
requirements in order to facilitate trade, avoid misunderstanding, and reduce the number of rejections at
the point of import. The Delegation stated that the paper envisaged a two-step process; the
identification of the information required followed by the identification of the format in which the
information was to be presented. It was noted that the question of languages to be used could create
problems and would need to be decided at a later date. As discussed at the Committee’s Sixth Session,
the preferred means of disseminating the information was by a series of linked web sites on the Internet,
with a central web site established by the Codex Alimentarius Commission.

95. Many delegations supported the continued development of the proposed guidelines in order to
provide up-to-date information on regulatory requirements. Several delegations felt that the matter was
urgent because a number of countries were currently establishing their web sites. The principle that such
information should be freely exchanged and made widely available was also strongly supported. It was
also suggested that such information could be used as the basis for an international alert system. The
representative of Consumers International reiterated its call for an international database on food import
rejections.

96. Some delegations drew attention to major difficulties in the technical implementation of the
proposal and in assuring the availability of staff and budgetary resources that were implied. Questions
were also raised as to the quality of the information that would be made available and its currency in
light of rapidly changing regulatory requirements. The legal responsibility of how such information
might be used was also questioned.

97. Several delegations drew attention to the transparency provisions of both the SPS and TBT
Agreements, including the requirement to maintain enquiry points and to inform other WTO Members
of changes in their regulations and other measures. It was also pointed out that guidelines for such a
database should be limited to the competence of the Codex Alimentarius Commission and not include
matters that were the competence of other bodies, such as phytosanitary requirements under the
responsibility of the IPPC.

98. The Codex Secretariat pointed out that the proposal as written may extend beyond the
competence of the Codex Alimentarius Commission, in particular the Commission’s mandate as
expressed in Article 1 of its Statutes. Work underway in the Codex Committee on General Principles in
relation to revision of the Acceptance Procedure and its replacement with a notification process would
also have to be taken into account. In view of the resource implications, careful consideration would
have to be given to the identification of sources of funding additional to the current Codex budget. The
Secretariat also pointed out that the paper as written implied operational responsibilities and went
beyond the idea of guidelines for governments on how to establish a database. Some delegations

16 CX/FICS 99/8 (Prepared by India); CRD 4 (Comments of Japan); CRD 3 (Comments of USA); CRD 4
(Comments of Japan); CRD 5 (Comments of EC); CRD 8 (Comments of India).

17 ALINORM 99/30, paras. 62-65.
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observed that if the proposed work proved to be outside the mandate of the Commission, India should
not have been assigned the work in the first place.

99. It was pointed out by the Delegation of India that the document could be modified initially to
cover guidelines on the type of information and format. Several delegations stated that the guidelines
should concentrate on how information should be formulated in a way that it could be made available on
the Internet. However, before undertaking any further development of the guidelines, the Committee
agreed to request the advice of Legal Counsel as to whether the proposed activity was included in the
mandate of the Commission as expressed in its Statutes, and whether it was within the Terms of
Reference of the Committee. It was agreed that matters not in the Commission’s competence should be
excluded. The Committee also requested the opinion of the Committee on General Principles on the
status of the proposed activity in relation to the ongoing work of revising the Codex
Acceptance/Notification Procedure.

OTHER BUSINESS AND FUTURE WORK (AGENDA ITEM 9)

CRITERIA FOR EVALUATING ACCEPTABLEMETHODS OF ANALYSIS FORCODEX PURPOSES: DISPUTE

SETTLEMENT PROCEDURE18

100. In relation to its work in the above area, the Codex Committee on Methods of Analysis and
Sampling had referred to this Committee for consideration, a technical annex19 on a proposed dispute
settlement procedure to be used in cases where the results of laboratory analyses were not in agreement.

101. Delegations were of the opinion that the Annex as presented was overly technical for
consideration by CCFICS and that the model presented was only one of several possible solutions to the
problem. By being overly prescriptive, it was considered that the model could restrict the rights that
WTO Members had acquired under the SPS and TBT Agreements. It was also suggested that under the
circumstances described in the document consideration might be given to developing advice based on
relevant principles that took into account problems relating to sampling (including consideration of the
inherent heterogeneity of samples and which party bore the cost of re-sampling) and the time period for
the settlement of the dispute.

102. Although the Committee noted the number of issues raised, it questioned whether it was
competent to consider such technical issues. The Committee recommended the use of laboratory
accreditation systems based on objective quality assurance criteria as a means of minimizing situations
where disputes might arise.

DATE AND PLACE OF NEXT SESSION (AGENDA ITEM 10)

103. The Committee was informed that the Eighth Session of the Committee would be held from 21 to
25 February 2000. Members of the Commission would be informed in due course of the venue of the
Session; consideration was being given to the city of Adelaide.

18 CX/FICS 99/2, paras. 21et seqand Annex; CRD 4 (Comments of Japan).
19 CX/MAS 98/5, Annex IV.
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SUMMARY STATUS OF WORK
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Canadian Food Inspection Agency
59 Camelot Drv Room 203 West
Nepean Ontario K1A 0Y9
Phone:1 613 225 2342 ext 4188
Fax: 1 613 228 6638
Email: amackenzie@em.agr.ca

Mr Ron Burke
Director
Bureau of Food Regulatory International and
Interagency Affairs, Food Directorate, Health
Protection Branch, Health Canada
HPB building Room 200 (0702C)
Tunney’s Pasture
Ottawa Ontario K1A 0L2
Phone:1 613 957 1828
Fax: 1 613 941 3537
Email: ronald_burke@hc-sc.gc.ca

Dr Tom Feltmate
Manager
Food Safety Risk Analysis Unit
Science Division,Policy, Planning and
Coordination Directorate
Canadian Food Inspection Agency
59 Camelot Drv
Nepean Ontario K1A 0Y9
Phone:1 613 225 2342 x4666
Fax: 1 613 228 6633
Email: tfeltmate@em.agr.ca

Dr Ann M Fraser
Executive Director
Policy, Planning and Coordination Directorate
Canadian Food Inspection Agency
59 Camelot Drv
Nepean Ontario K1A 0Y9
Phone:1 613 225 2342
Fax: 1 613 228 6680
Email: afraser@em.agr.ca

Dr Frÿdérique Moulin
A / Director
Foods of Animal Origin Division
Animal Products Directorate
Canadian Food Inspection Agency
59 Camelot Drive
Nepean Ontario K1A 0Y9
Phone:1 613 225 2342
Fax: 1 613 228 6636
Email: fmoulin@em.agr.ca

Dr George Paterson
Director General
Food Directorate
Health Protection Branch, Health Canada
HPB Bldg, Room 103
Ottawa Ontario K1A 0L2
Phone:1 613 957 1821
Fax: 1 613 957 1784
Email: george_paterson@hc-sc.gc.ca
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Mr Cameron Prince
A/ Director
Fish, Seafood and Production Division
Animal Products Directorate,
Canadian Food Inspection Agency
59 Camelot Drv K1A 0Y9
Phone:1 613 225 2342
Fax: 1 613 228 6648
Email: princec@em.agr.ca

Ms Vickie Therrien
A/Director
Programs International
Canadian Food Inspection Agency
59 Camelot Drv
Nepean Ontario K1A 0Y9
Phone:1 613 225-2342 x4564
Fax: 1 613 228 6654
Email: vtherrien@em.agr.ca

CHILE

German Moya
Asesor Departamento de Comercio Exterior
Decoex
Ministerio de Economia
Teatinos 120 Piso 11
Santiago
Phone:56 2 698 8148
Fax: 56 2 697 4905
Email: decoex@decoex.minecon.cl

Gonzalo Rios
Servicio Agricola Y Ganadero
Jefe Departmento Asuntos Internacionales
Avda Bulnes 140
Santiago
Phone:56 2 672 3635
Fax: 56 2 671 419
Email: grios@sag.minagr.gob.cl

Mr Jorge Ossa
Consul General De Chile En Melbourne
80 Collins St, Level 43
Melbourne Victoria 3000
Phone:61 3 9654 4982
Fax: 61 3 9650 8290
Email: cgmelbau@magna.com.au

CHINA

Mr Chen Haiyang
Veterinary Officer
State Administration for Entry-Exit
Inspection and Quarantine
A10 Chaowardajie
Beijing 100020
Phone:86 10 6599 4612
Fax: 86 10 6599 4570
Email:

Mr Lee Chung- Pui
Superintendent (Foods) Operations 1
Department of Health
Hygiene Division
18th F1 Wu Chung House
213 Queens Rd East
Wan Chai
Hong Kong
Phone:852 2961 8807
Fax: 852 2893 3547
Email: hygiene@hk.super.net

Dr Sun Wei
Director
State Administration for Entry-Exit
Inspection and Quarantine
A10 Chaowai Street
Beijing 100020
Phone:86 10 6599 4539
Fax: 86 10 6599 4497
Email: chfasw@public.bta.net.ch

CUBA

Mr Eng. Gabriel Lahens Espinosa
Specialist
Foreign Trade Ministry
Infanta No. 16
Vedado la Habana
Phone:53 7 542025
Fax: 53 7 550376 or 333389
Email: mincex@infocex.cu

CZECH REPUBLIC

Dr Jana Palackova
Head of Secretariat
Czech Agricultural and Food Inspection
Kvetna 15
Brno 603 00
Phone:420 5 43 540 204
Fax: 420 5 43 540 202
Email: palackova@czpi.cz
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DENMARK

Dr Erik Engelst Petersen
Veterinary Officer
Danish Veterinary and Food Administration
Rolighedsvej 25
Frederiksberg DK 1958
Phone:45 3395 6143
Fax: 45 3395 6695
Email: EEP@VFD.DK

Dr Lars Herborg
Head of Division
Danish Veterinary and Food Administration
Rolighedsvej 25
Frederiksberg DK 1958
Phone:31 355 781
Fax:
Email: lhe@VFD.DK

EGYPT

Prof Aly Rady
Head of Plant Research Dept
Plant Research Dept, Nuclear Research Centre,
Atomic Energy Authority
Abo-Zaabal Post Office No. 13759
Prof
Phone:20 2 2831302
Fax: 20 2 2876031
Email:

Dr Abdel Nabi Ali
Food Control and Safety ControlDepartment
MOHP
3 Magles El Shaab St
Cairo
Phone:20 2 5941077
Fax: 20 2 5941077
Email:

Dr Ashraf El-Marsafy
Technical and Quality Control Manager Deputy
Ministry of Agriculture-(QCAP)
Central Laboratory of Residue Analysis of
Pesticides and Heavy Metals in Food
7 Nadi Elsaid Street
Dakki - Giza
Phone:20 2 3601395 or 3611282
Fax: 20 2 3611216 or 3611106
Email: qcap@intouch.com

Mrs Nadia Mahklouf
Director
Organisation of Export and Import Control
Cairo
Phone:
Fax:
Email:

Prof Dr Zeinab Mahmoud Niazy
Deputy Director of Laboratory Diagnosis
and Food Hygiene
Animal Health Research Institute, Agricultural
Research Centre
Ministry of Agriculture
Cairo
Phone:20 2 3489022/20 2 3489022
Fax: 20 2 3350030
Email:

FINLAND

Ms Tarja Lehtonen
Veterinary Officer
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry,
Veterinary and Food Department
Kluuvikatu 4 P.O.B. 232
FIN-00171 Helsinki
Phone:358 9 1602783
Fax: 358 9 1602779
Email: tarja.lehtonen@mmm.fi

Mr Erkka Lindström
Deputy Director
Finnish Customs Laboratory
Tekniikantie 13
FIN-02150
Phone: 358 9 6143280
Fax: 358 9 463383
Email: erkka.lindstrom@tulli.fi

FRANCE

Ms Roseline Lecourt
Chargée de Mission to the Director
General Directorate for Fair Trading
Consumer Affairs and Fraud Control
Tledoc 051
59 bid Vincent Auriol
75703
Paris cedex 13

Phone:33 1 4497 3470
Fax: 33 1 4497 3037
Email: roseline.lecourt@dgccrf.finances.gouv.fr
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Mr Jean-Marc Bournigal
Senior Veterinary Officer,
Head of the International Sanitary
Coordination Unit
General Division for Food
251 rue de Vaugirard
75732 Paris Cedex 15
Phone:33 1 49 55 8120
Fax: 33 1 49 55 4462
Email: jean-marc.bourginal@agriculture.gouv.fr

Mr François Falconnet
Scientific Manager/General Secretary
Alesial CITPPM
44 Rue D’alesia
75682 Paris Cedex 14
Phone:33 1 53 91 4464
Fax: 33 1 53 91 4470
Email: ffalconmct@citppm.org

GERMANY

Dr Hans Boehm
Head of Division
Food Hygiene and Food Trade
Federal Ministry for Health
Am Propsthof 78A
D-53121 Bonn
Phone:49 228 941 4220
Fax: 49 228 941 4944
Email: hans.boehm@bmg.bund400.de

Dr Luppo Ellerbroek
Head of Unit Meat and Poultry Meat Hygiene
Federal Institute for Health Protection of
Consumers and Veterinary Medicine
Diedersdorfer Weg 1
Berlin D-12277
Phone:49 30 8412 2121
Fax: 49 30 8412 2951
Email: L.Ellerbroek@bgvv.de

Mr Christelsohn Matthias
Bund fuer Lebensmittelrecht
Godesberger Allee 157
D-53175 Bonn
Phone:49 228 819930
Fax: 49 228 375069
Email: bll.be@t_online.de

Dr Sieglinde Staehle
Bund fuer Lebensmittelrecht
Godesberger Allee 157
D-53175 Bonn
Phone:49 228 819930
Fax: 49 228 375069
Email: sstaehle@bPR-online.de

HAITI

Dr Max Millien
Director of Sanitary Protections Unit
Ministry of Agriculture
Natural Resources and Rural Development
UPS Damien
P-au-P
Phone:509 228 637
Fax: 509 451 965
Email:

ICELAND

Mr Thordur Asgeirsson
Director of Fisheries
Directorate of Fisheries
Ingolfsstraeti 1
Reykjavik 150
Phone:354 569 7900
Fax: 354 569 7991
Email: thordur@hafro.is

INDIA

BB Pattanaik
Joint Commissioner (Storage & Research)
Department of Food & Civil Supplies
Ministry of Food & Consumer Affairs
Krishi Bhavan
New Delhi 110001
Phone:91 11 338 3108
Fax: 91 11 378 2213
Email:

MK Mandalias
Agricultural Marketing Adviser to the
Government of India
Ministry of Agriculture
Room 527 A wing
Nirman Bhawan
New Delhi 110011
Phone:9111 301 3445
Fax: 9111 301 3445
Email: dmifdb@alpha.nic.in

Ms Shashi Sareen
Advisor (Quality)
Agricultural and Processed Food Products Export
Development Authority
4th Floor, Ansal Chambers No II,
6 Bhikaji Cama Place
New Delhi 110066
Phone:91 11 6188397
Fax: 91 11 6188397
Email: qmc@apeda.delhi.nic.in
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Balbir Singh IAS
Joint Secretary,
Ministry of Food and Consumers Affairs,
Department of Food and Civil Supplies,
Room No 158
Krishi Bhavan
New Delhi 110001
Phone:91 11 338 2529
Fax: 91 11 338 8302
Email:

INDONESIA

Ms Soetopo Suhartuti
Head of Climate,
Standardizaion and Technology Division
Secretariate for Directorate General of Chemical
Agro and Forestry Based Industry
Ministry of Industry and Trade
JL Gatot Subroto Kav-52-53 FL 20
Jakarta 12950
Phone:62 21 525 5861
Fax: 62 21 525 5861
Email:

Ms Susilawati Sukmadji
Head of Cooperation for Standardization Division
Center for Standardization
Ministry of Industry and Trade FL 20
JL Gatot Subroto KAV-52-53
Jakarta 12950
Phone:62 21 525 2690
Fax: 62 21 525 2690
Email:

Ms Indrawati Ingrid Tanurdjaja
Member of Codex Working Group
PO Box 1005
Jakarta 10010
Phone:62 021 5703753
Fax:
Email:

Yuyun Kamhayun Sumartha
Indonesian Consulate General
72 Queens Road
Melbourne Victoria 3004
Phone:61 3 9525 2755
Fax: 61 3 9525 1588
Email: flowcity@alphalink.com.au

IRELAND

Dr Patrick Rogan
Deputy Chief Veterinary Officer
Department of Agriculture and Food,
Agriculture House 4C Kildare St.
Dr 2
Phone:353 1 607 2185
Fax: 353 1 661 0230
Email: patrick.rogan@irlgov.ie

ITALY

Mr Ciro Impagnatiello
Ministry of Agriculture
Via XX Settembre 20
00187 Roma
Phone:0039 06 466 55016
Fax: 0039 06 488 0273
Email:

JAPAN

Ms Yuko Nakamura
Seafood Section Chief
Veterinary Sanitation Division
Environmental Health Bureau
Ministry of Health and Welfare 1-2-2
Kasumigaseki
Chiyoda-Ku
Tokyo 100
Phone:81 3 3595 2337
Fax: 81 3 3503 7964
Email: yn-kyi@mhw.go.jp

Mr Yoshiaki Hayasaka
Deputy Director
Standards and Labelling Division
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries
1-2 –1 Kasumigaseki
Chyoda-Ku
Tokyo 100
Phone:81 3 3501 4094
Fax: 81 3 3502 0438
Email:

Mr Yoshiteru Takaguchi
Japanese Agricultrual Standards Association
Japan Food Industry Centre
Nihombashi-Okano Bldg
6-13 Nihombashi Kodenmacho
Chuo-Ku
Tokyo 103-001
Phone:813 3249 7120
Fax: 813 3249 9388
Email:
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Dr Satoshi Takaya
Senior Officer for Imported Food Inspection
Food Sanitation Division
Environmental Health Bureau
Ministry of Health and Welfare
1-2-2 Kasumigaseki
Chyoda-ku
Tokyo 100-8045
Phone:03 3503 1711
Fax:
Email:

Mr Reiji Yoshikawa
Director
Administration Division
Japan Inspection Association of Food and Food
Industry Environment
(Japan Food Industry Centre)
7-4-3 Chome
Kyobashi Chuo-Ku
Tokyo 104 0031
Phone: 813 3535 4351
Fax: 813 3535 4393
Email:

Mr Kaysuya Sato
Technical Advisor
Association for the Safety of Imported Food
Earnest Building 8th Floor
9 – 8 Hisamatsu-cho, Nihonbashi, Chuo-Ku
Tokyo 103
Phone:81 3 5695 0819
Fax: 81 3 5695 0969
Email:

Mr Yoshitomo Tanaka
Managing Director
Japan Frozen Foods Inspection Corporation
(Japan Food Industry Centre)
2-12-7 Shiba-Daimon
Minato-ku
Tokyo 105-00/2
Phone:813 3438 185
Fax: 813 3438 1480
Email:

MADAGASCAR

Mr Edouard Andriamahenina
Secretary General
Madagascar
Phone:
Fax:
Email:

Dr Andriambololona Ratovo
Director
Madagascar
Phone:
Fax:
Email:

MALAYSIA

Mariam Abdul Latif
Food Quality Control Division
Department of Public Health
4th Floor, Block E, Offices Complex
Jalan Dungun, Damansara Heights,
Kuala Lumpur 50490
Phone: 603 2540088
Fax: 603 2537804
Email: mal@dph.gov.my

MEXICO

Mrs Aida De Lourdes Albuerne
Director Dedictaminacion Y Fomento Sanitario
Secretaria De Salud
Donceles 39
Col Centro CP 06010
Phone:52 5 521 9717 or 521 6550
Fax: 52 5 512 9628
Email: dgcsbysmex@iserve.net.mx

Mr Jose Flores
Director de Vigilancia Sanitaria
Secretaria De Salud
Direccion General De Calidad
Sanitaria de Bienes Y Servicios
Donceles 39
Colonia Centro
Phone:52 5 5211273
Fax: 52 5 512 9628
Email: dgcsbysmex@iserve.net.mx

MYANMAR

Dr Soe Myat Tun
Director Food and Drug Administration
35 Min Kyaung Street
Dagon 11191 Yangon
Phone:245 331
Fax:
Email:
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NETHERLANDS

Dr Hans Jeuring
Senior Public Health Safety Officer
Inspectorate for Health Protection
PO Box 16.108
2500 BC The Hague
Phone:31 70 3405060
Fax: 31 70 3405435
Email: HJ@RY.IGB.NL

Dr Rijckert van der Flier
Co-ordinator, Veterinary Inspection
Ministry of Agriculture
PO Box 20401
2500 EK The Hague
Phone:31 70 3785123
Fax: 31 70 3786141
Email: r.j.van.der.flier@vvm.agro.nl

Mr Koos Warmerhoven
Ministry of Health, Welfare and Sport
Parnassusplein 5
2500 EJ The Hague
Phone:31 70 340 6942
Fax: 31 70 340 5554
Email: j.warmerhoven@minvws.nl

NEW ZEALAND

Dr Steve Hathaway
Programme Manager
Technical development & Risk Analysis
MAF Regulatory Authority (Meat and Seafood)
PO Box 646
Gisborne
Phone:64 6 8671144
Fax: 64 6 8685207
Email: hathaways@maf.govt.nz

Dr Jim Wilson
Senior Advisor (Food Safety)
Safety and Regulation Branch
Ministry of Health
PO Box 5013
Wellington
Phone:64 4 496 2360
Fax: 64 4 496 2340
Email: jim.wilson@moh.govt.nz

Mr Bob Martin
Market Access Manager
Kiwifruit New Zealand
PO Box 9906
Auckland
Phone:64 9 367 7538
Fax: 64 9 367 0222
Email: martinb@zespri.co.nz

Ms Celia Murphy
Senior Writer
Consumers’ Institute
39 Webb St
Wellington 6035
Phone: 04 384 7963
Fax: 04 385 8752
Email: celia@consumer.org.nz

NORWAY

Mr Dan V Aarsand
Specialist Executive Officer
Directorate of Fisheries
PO Box 185
N-5002 Bergen
Phone:47 55 238000
Fax: 47 55 238090
Email:
dan-viggo.aarsand@uskendir.dep.telemax.no

Mr Lennart Johanson
Senior Advisor
Control Systems for Food Production
Tromsoegata 10-Q
N-0565 Oslo
Phone:47 2237 9468
Fax: 47 2237 9468
Email: Lennart.Johanson@oslo.online.no

PERU

Mrs Vilma Morales
Directora De Higiene Alimentaria – Digesa
Ministerio De Salud
Amapolas 350 Urb San Eugenio
Lince
Lima
Phone:0051 14 402 340
Fax: 0051 14 406 797
Email: vmorales@digesa.sld.pe
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PHILIPPINES

Dr Maria Araceli Albarece
Agricultural Attache
Embassy of the Philippines
1 Moonah Place
Yarralumla ACT 2600
Australia
Phone:02 6273 2584
Fax: 02 6273 2113
Email: attache’@ozemail.com.au

Dr Josefina Rico
Division Head
Meat Import/Export Inspection Assistance
Division (N.C.R)
National Meat Inspection Commission (N.M.I.C)
Department of Agriculture
Visayas Ave
Diliman
Quezon City
Phone: 63 2 927 4034/927-40-50/924-79-77/924-
79-71
Fax: 63 2 927 4034
Email:

Dr Edna Zemaida V Villacorte.
Chief Agriculturist
Bureau of Animal Industry
BAI-AFSD, Visayas Ave
Diliman Quezon City
Phone:63 2 9282837 63 2 9247951
Fax: 63 2 9266866 9270024
Email: aezville@cheerful.com

POLAND

Mr Andrzej Czubala
Deputy Director
Agricultural and Food Quality Inspection
32/34 Zurawia Street
Warsaw 00-515
Phone:48 22 621 6421
Fax: 48 22 621 4858
Email: cis@wa.onet.pl

Dr Mieczyslaw Obiedzinski
Ministry of Agriculture
Meat and Fat Research Institute
36 Rakowiecka St
Warsaw 02-532
Phone:48 22 646 1615
Fax: 48 22 646 1615
Email: Ipmitds@pol.pl

Mrs Anna Skrzynska
Head of Department
Agricultural and Food Quality Inspection
32/34 Zurawia St
Warsaw 00-515
Phone:48 22 625 2028
Fax: 48 22 621 4858
Email:

REPUBLIC OF KOREA

Mr Young-Chol Shin
Director
Food Distribution Division
Bureau of Food Safety
Korea Food & Drug Administration
Division of Food Distribution
5 Nokbun-Dong Eunpyung-Ku
Seoul 122-704
Phone:82 2 380 1733 4
Fax: 82 2 388 6 3 9 2
Email:

Young-Hoon Chung
Director
Inspection Division
National Fisheries Products Inspection
Ministry of Maritime Affairs & Fisheries
192-7 Il San2 Dong Ilsan-Gu
Koyang City
Kyunggi-Do
Phone:82 344 976 2753
Fax: 82 344 976 2756
Email: yg54817@provin.kyonggi.kr

Jee-Woo Lee, D.U.M
Planning and Coordination Division
Livestock Products Safety and Inspection
Department
National Veterinary Research & Quarantine
Service
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry
480 Anyang 6-Dong, Anyanyo City
Kyeonggi-Do 430-016
Phone:82 343 467 1930
Fax: 82 343 467 1938
Email leejiu@hanmail.net
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ROMANIA

Mrs Olimpia Vorovenci
Expert in agro-food Produce Standards
Romanian Standard Association
13 J. L. Calderon
Sector 2 Bucharest 70201
Phone:401 312 4744
Fax: 401 312 47 44
Email:

Mr Flaviu Pop
Director
Agro Food Biological Produce Association
S C Sere Brasov
13 Str. Ciobahului
Brasov 2200
Phone:4068 150785
Fax: 4068 418855
Email: sere.bv@deuroconsult.ro

SAO TOMÈ & PRINCIPE

Dr Jorge Amado
Director Geral
Food Animal Product Directorate
Food Inspection Agency
Ministry of Econmia
CP47 S.Tomè and Principe
Phone:239-12-22386
Fax: 239 12 22347
Email:

SINGAPORE

Dr Sin Bin Chua
Director
Veterinary Public Health & Food Supply
Primary Production Department
Ministry of National Development
5 Maxwell Road #03-00 Tower Block
MND Complex 069100
Phone:65 3257622
Fax: 65 2206068
Email: chua_sin_bin@ppd.gov.sg

Dr Paul Chiew King Tiong
Head of Branch
Food Inspection Services Branch
Primary Production Department
Ministry of National Development
51 Jalan Buroh 619495
Phone:65 267 0820
Fax: 65 265 0784
Email: paul_chew@ppd.gov.sg

SOUTH AFRICA

Mr AWJ Pretorius
Deputy Director
Food Control
Department of Health
Private Bag X828
Pretoria 0001
Phone:27 12 312 0159
Fax: 2712 326 7434
Email: pretod@hltrsa..pwv.gov.za

Mr D E Malan
Assistant Director
Animal and Processed Products
Directorate of Plant Production,
Health and Quality
National Department of Agriculture
Private Bag X258
0001
Phone: 27 12 319 6094
Fax: 27 12 319 6055
Email: david@pgb1.agric.za

SPAIN

Ms Margarita Garzón
Subdireccion General De Sanidad Exterior Y
Veterinaria
Direccion General De Salud Publica
Ministerio de Sanidad y Consumo
Paseo Del Prado 18 - 20
28014 Madrid
Phone:34 91 596 19 34/5
Fax: 34 91 596 20 47
Email: mgarzon@msc.es

Mr Jaime Lorenzo
Trade Commissioner
Embassy of Spain Ministerio de economia y
Hacienda
Edgecliff Ctr, Suite 408
203 New South Head Rd

Edgecliffe, NSW 2027
Phone:61 2 9362 4212
Fax: 61 2 9362 4057
Email: buzon.oficial@sidney.ofcomes

SWEDEN

Ms Ylva Wallén
Desk Officer
Ministry of Agriculture
Stockholm SE 10333
Phone:46 08 405 1106
Fax: 46 08 2495 46
Email: ylva.wallen@agriculture.ministry.se
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Dr Tor Bergman
Senior Veterinary Inspector
National Food Administration
Box 622
Uppsala S-75126
Phone:46 18 175587
Fax: 46 18 692487
Email: tor.bergman@slv.se

SWITZERLAND

Ms Eva Zbinden
International Standards
Swiss Federal Office of Public Health
3003 Berne
Phone:41 31 322 95 72
Fax: 41 31 322 95 74
Email: eva.zbinden@bag.admin.ch

Mr Manfred Elsig
Technical Barriers to Trade
Swiss Federal Office for Foreign Economic
Affairs
3003 Berne
Phone:41 31 324 08 47
Fax: 41 31 324 09 59
Email: manfred.elsig@bowi.admin.ch

Dr Jakob Schluep
Head of Border Veterinary Inspection
Swiss Federal Veterinary Office
3003 Berne
Phone:41 31 323 8510
Fax: 41 31 323 5686
Email: jakob.schluep@bvet.admin.ch

THAILAND

Mrs Orawan Kaewprakaisangkul
Laboratory Services Director
National Food Institute
185 Jaran sanitwong Road, Soi 40
Bangyeekan, Bangplad, Bangkok 10700
Phone:66 2 435-0203-5
Fax: 66 2 435-0206
Email: orawan@nfi.or.th

Miss Kanya Sinsakul
Secretary-General
Thai Industrial Standards Institute Ministry Of
Industry
Rama VI St.
Bangkok 10400
Phone:66 2 202-3400-2
Fax: 66 2 246-4085
Email: kanya@tisi.go.th

Mr Montri Klitsaneephaiboon
Director
Department of Fisheries
Ministry of Agriculture & Cooperative
Kaset-Klang, Chatuchak
Bangkok 10900
Phone:66 2 579-7738
Fax: 66 2 579-6687
Email: montrik@fisheries.go.th

Dr Yutthana Norapoompipat
Food and Drug Specialist 8
Food and Drug Administration (FDA)
Ministry Of Public Health
Tivanont Rd
Nonthaburi 11000
Phone:66 2 590-7214,590-7356
Fax: 66 2 590-7322
Email: yutthanan@health.moph.go.th

Mr Tanongpan Satjapala
Medical Scientist 8
Department of Medical Sciences
Division of Food-for-Export
88/7 Moo 4 Soi Bamrasnaradura Hospital
Tiwanon Rd. Amphur Muang
Nonthaburi 11000
Phone:66 2 9899850-8,951000 Ext.9509
Fax: 66 2 9511021
Email: tanong@ health. moph.go.th

Mrs Patrathip Vacharakomolphan
Standards Officer 8
Thai Industrial Standards Institute
Ministry of Industry
Rama VI St.
Bangkok 10400
Phone:66 2 202-3441
Fax: 66 2 248-7987
Email: Patratip@Tisi.go.Th

Mr Udom Chariyavilaskul
Vice President
Thai Frozen Foods Association
160/194-7 Itf-Silom Palace Bldg.
Bangkok 10500
Phone:66 2 235-5672, 634-0717
Fax: 66 2 235-5625
Email: Thaiffa@Ksc.Th.Com
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Mr Wanchai Somchit
Executive Manager
Thai Food Processors Association
170/22 9th Floor
Ocean Tower 1 Building
New-Rachadapisek Road
Klongtoey Bangkok 10110
Phone:66 2 261 2684-6 or 261 2995
Fax: 66 2 261 2996-7
Email: thaifood@thaifood.org

Ms Malinee Subvanich
Secretary General
Thai Food Processors’ Association
170/22 9th Floor Ocean Tower 1 Bldg.
New-Rachadapisek Road, Klongtoey Bangkok
10110
Phone:66 2 261-2684-6 or 261-2995
Fax: 66 2 261-2996-7
Email: Thaifood@Thaifood.Org

Achara Poomchatra
Director Analytical Chemistry Training Division
Department of Science Service
75/7 Rama 6 Rd
Bangkok 10400
Phone:662-2480108
Fax: 662-6447156
Email: achara@dss.moste.go.th

Charun Pornkuntham
Chief of CEICAP
Division of Agricultural Chemistry
Dept of Agriculture
Chatachak
Bangkok 10900
Phone:662 579 8602
Fax: 662 561 5034
Email:
Chumnarn Sirirugsa
Office of Agricultural Standards and Inspections
Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives
Horticulture Research Institute (3rd Floor)
Jatujuk
Bangkok 10900
Phone:662 9407 191
Fax: 662 9407 339

UNITED ARAB EMIRATES

Mohammed Moussa Abdullah
Agronomist
Head of Plant Quarantine
PO Box 1509
Dubai
Phone:9714 295 7650
Fax: 9714 295 7204
Email:

UNITED KINGDOM

Dr Dorian Kennedy
Head of Branch
Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries & Food
Room 316 Ergon House c/- Nobel House
17 Smith Square
London SWIP 3JR
Phone:44 171 238 5574
Fax: 44 171 238 6763/5782
Email: d.kennedy@fssg.maff.gov.uk

Mr Anthony Greenleaves
Deputy Veterinary Head
Joint Food Safety and Standards Group
Veterinary Public Health Unit
MAFF
Ergon House
17 Smith Square
London SW1P 3JR
Phone: 0171 238 6415
Fax: 0171 238 6402
Email: a.greenleaves@jfssg.maf.gov.uk

UNITED STATES

Mr L. Robert Lake
Director
Office of Policy, Planning and Strategic Initiatives
Centre for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition
200 C St, S W
Washington DC 20204
Phone:1 202 205 4160
Fax: 1 202 401 7739
Email: rlake@bangate.fda.gov

Mr Thomas Billy
Administrator
Food Safety and Inspection Service
US Dept of Agriculture
1400 Independence Ave SW
Washington DC 20250
Phone:1 202 720 7025
Fax: 1 202 690 0550
Email: thomas.billy@usda.gov
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Dr Catherine Carnevale
Director, Office of Constituent Operations
Centre for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition
Food and Drug Administration
Room 5807, 200C St, S. W.
Washington DC 20204
Phone:1 202 205 5032
Fax: 1 202 205 0165
Email: ccarneva@bangate.fda.gov

Ms Maritza Colon-Pullano
Director
International Regulatory Issues Staff
Food and Drug Administration
5600 Fishers Ln, Rm 14-90
Rockville MD 20857
Phone:1 301 827 4553
Fax: 1 301 827 1451
Email: mpullano@ora.fda.gov

Mr Mark Manis
Director
International Policy Division
Food Safety and Inspection Service, USDA
14th and Index Ave S W, Room 4434 S Bldg
Washington DC 20250
Phone:1 202 720 6415
Fax: 1 202 720 7990
Email: mark.manis@usda.gov

Dr John C Prucha
Assistant Deputy Administrator
Domestic and International Policy
Office of Policy,
Program Development and Evaluation
Food Safety and Inspection Service
United States Department of Agriculture
Room 4866 South Agriculture Bldg
Washington DC 20250
Phone: 1 202 720 3473
Fax: 1 202 690 3856
Email: john.prucha@usda.gov

Dr Edward Scarbrough
US Manager for Codex
US Department of Agriculture
14th and Independence SW 4861-S
Washington DC 20250
Phone:1 202 205 7760
Fax: 1 202 720 3157
Email: edscarbrough@usda.gov

Dr H Michael Wehr
Special Assistant to the Director
Office of Constituent Operations
US Food & Drug Administration
Room 5816, Mail Code HFS-550,
200 C St S.W.
Washington DC 20204
Phone:1 202 260 2786
Fax: 1 202 205 0165
Email: mwehr@bangate.fda.gov

Mr Richard White
Senior Advisor
Office of Prevention
Pesticides and Toxic Substances
US Environmental Protection Agency
401 M St SW (7101)
Washington, DC 20460
Phone:1 202 260 3046
Fax: 1 202 260 1847
Email: white.rd@epa.gov

John W Farquhar
Group Vice President
Food Safety Programs
Food Marketing Institute
800 Connecticut Ave. NW
Washington DC 20006-2701
Phone:1-202 429 8270
Fax: 1-202 429 4529
Email: jfarquhar@fmi.org

Mrs Julia Howell
Director
Regulatory Submissions
The Coca-Cola Company
PO Box 1734
Atlanta GA 30301
Phone:1 404 676 4224
Fax: 1 404 676 7166
Email: jhowell@na.ko.com

Ms Diane Lewis
V P Market Access and Regulatory Affairs
US Dairy Export Council
2101 Wilson Bldg, Suite 400
Arlington, VA 22201
Phone:1 703 528 3049
Fax: 1 703 528 3705
Email: dlewis@usdec.org



Page 16
ALINORM 99/30A

Appendix I

Johnnie Nichols
Director
Technical Services
National Milk Producers Federation
2101 Wilson Blvd
Arlington VA 22201
Phone:01 703 243 6111 extn 344
Fax: 01 703 841 9328
Email: jnichols@nmpf.org

Mr C W McMillan
President
C W McMillan Co
P.O. Box 10009
Alexandria VA 22310-0009
Phone:1 703 960 1982
Fax: 1 703 960 4976
Email: CWMCO@AOL.COM

Ms Peggy Rochette
Director of International Affairs
National Food Processors Association
1350 I St NW
Washington DC 20005
Phone:1 202 639 5921
Fax: 1 202 639 5932
Email: prochet@nfpa-food.org

URUGUAY

Christina Vaz
Ingeniero Agronomo
Ministerio De Ganaderid
Constituyente 1476
Montivideo
Phone:598 2 402 6358
Fax: 598 2 402 6331
Email: mgapuai@adinet.com.uy

VIETNAM

Ms Phung Nguyen Thi
Quality Assurance and Testing Center
Directorate for Standards and Quality
49 Pasteur District
Ho Chi Minh City
Phone:84 8 829 4274
Fax: 84 8 829 3012
Email:

Dr Tiep Nguyen Nhu
Head of Inspection Division
Ministry of Fisheries
10 Nguyen Cong Hoan
Ba Dinh District
Hanoi
Phone:84 4 8310983
Fax: 84 4 8317221
Email: nnnguyen@hm.vnn.vn

Dr Dung Tran Thi
Expert on Quality Management
Ministry of Fisheries
10 Nguyen Cong Hoan
Hanoi
Phone:84 4 8316994 or 84 4 8353299
Fax: 84 4 8317003
Email:

Mr Ngoc Thu Phan
Sernior Expert
Ministry of Trade
Nguyen Truong To Street No 76
Hanoi
Phone:84 4 8293465
Fax: 84 4 8238271
Email:

OBSERVER COUNTRIES

REPUBLIC OF KAZAKHSTAN

Mr Toregeldy Sharmanov
Director of Institute of Nutrition
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
66 Klochkova St
Almaty 480008
Republic of Kazakhstan
Phone:7 3272 429203 or 420720
Fax: 7 3272 429203
Email:

OBSERVER INTERNATIONAL
ORGANIZATIONS

CONSUMERS INTERNATIONAL

Associate Professor Suzanne Russell
7 Search St
South Caulfield Victoria 3162
Australia
Phone:61 3 9596 2264
Fax: 61 3 9530 6397
Email: smrusell@yarranet.net.au



ALINORM 99/30A
Appendix I Page 17

COUNCIL FOR RESPONSIBLE
NUTRITION

Mr Eddie Kimbrell
Kimbrell & Associates
Food Marketing Consultants
13209 Moss Ranch Lane
Fairfax VA 22033
USA
Phone: (703) 631 9187
Fax: (703) 631 3866
Email: edkim@aol.com

Dr W. Martin Strauss
Director
Global Regulatory Organizations
Monsanto Company
600 13th Street, N.W.
Suite 660
Washington DC 20005
USA
Phone: (202)383 2845
Fax: (202)783 1924
Email warren.m..strauss@monsanto.com

EUROPEAN COMMISSION

Dr Heinrich Winter
Principal Administrator
Directorate General VI - Agriculture
200 Rue de la Loi
Brussels B-1049
Belgium
Phone:32 2 295 4769
Fax: 32 2 295 3144
Email:

Paul Van Geldorp, DVM
European Commission
Directorate General XXIV
Rue Beliard 232 8/2
Brussels
Belgium
Phone:0032 2 2950513
Fax: 0032 2 2942761
Email:

EUROPEAN UNION – COUNCIL OF
MINISTERS

Mr Paul Culley
Directorate-General
For Agriculture and Fisheries
Council of the European Union
General Secretariat
Rue de la Loi, 175 (4040.GM) – B –1048
Brussels
Belgium
Phone:32 2 285 6197
Fax: 32 2 285 79 28
Email: paul.culley@consilium.eu.int

INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL OF
GROCERY MANUFACTURERS

Mr Peter Mitchell
Manager
Regulatory Compliance
Kraft Foods Ltd
GPO Box 1673N
Melbourne Victoria 3144
Australia
Phone:61 3 9676 5814
Fax: 61 3 9676 5881
Email:

INTERNATIONAL DAIRY FEDERATION

Mr Philip Fawcet
National Manager
International Standards (Dairy)
MAF Regulatory Authority (Dairy)
PO Box 2526
Wellington
New Zealand
Phone:64 4 498 9874
Fax: 64 4 474 4196
Email: fawcetp@.maf.govt.nz

Dr Robert Chandler
Dairy Industry Quality Centre
Private Bag 16
Werribee Victoria 3030
Australia
Phone:61 3 9742 0306
Fax: 61 3 9742 0307
Email: rchandle@ozemail.com.au



Page 18
ALINORM 99/30A

Appendix I

INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION OF
ORGANIC AGRICULTURE MOVEMENTS

Mr Rod May
IFOAM
RMB 1299
Blampied Victoria 3363
Australia
Phone:61 53 457342
Fax:
Email capck@netconnect.com.au

INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
REFRIGERATION

Mr Keith Richardson
Food Technology Liaison officer
Food Science Australia
PO Box 52
North Ryde NSW 2113
Australia
Phone:61 2 9490 8333
Fax: 61 2 9490 8499
Email:
keith.richardson@foodscience.afisc.csiro.au

INTERNATIONAL OLIVE OIL COUNCIL

Mr Peter Hume
Director
International Olive Oil Council
Australian Government Analytical Laboratories,
PO Box 385
Pymble NSW 2073
Australia
Phone:61 2 94490111
Fax: 61 2 94491653
Email: peter.hume@agal.gov.au

INTERNATIONAL STANDARDS
ORGANIZATION (ISO)

Mr John Owen
Director-Multitechnics Division
Standards Australia
PO Box 1055
Strathfield NSW 2135
Australia
Phone:61 2 9746 4790
Fax: 61 2 9746 4766
Email: john.owen@standards.com.au

INTERNATIONAL TOXICOLOGY
INFORMATION CENTRE

Ms Gloria Brooks-Ray
Principal Adviser, Codex Alimentarius
Novigen Sciences Inc
PO Box 97
Mountain Lakes NJ 07046
USA
Phone:1 (973) 334-4652
Fax: 1 (973) 334-4652
Email: gbr@novigensci.com

OFFICE INTERNATIONALE DES
EPIZOOTIES (OIE)

Dr San Ng
Senior Principal Veterinary Officer
Food Policy Branch
Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service
GPO Box 858
Canberra ACT 2601
Australia
Phone:61 2 6272 4574
Fax: 61 2 6272 3678
Email: san.ng@aqis.gov.au

FOOD AND AGRICULTURE
ORGANIZATION OF THE UNITED
NATIONS (FAO)

Mr John Lupien
Director
Food and Agriculture Oraganization of the UN
Viale della Fonte di Fauno 22
00153 Rome
Italy
Phone: 5782665
Fax: 5743786
Email: John.Lupien@fao.org

Richard J. Dawson
Consultant
Food Quality, Safety, Nutrition and World Trade
281/8 SOI3
Rim Klong Prapa (Left)
Bangsu
Bangkok 10800
Thailand
Phone: (66-2) 9104261
Fax: (66-2) 9104261
Email rdawson@mozart.inct.co.th



ALINORM 99/30A
Appendix I Page 19

WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION (WHO)

Dr Yasuyuki Sahara
Scientist
Food Safety Programme
World Health Organization
20 Avenue Appia
CH-1211 Geneva 27
Switzerland
Phone:41 22 7914324
Fax: 41 22 7914807
Email: Saharay@who.ch

WORLD TRADE ORGANIZATION (WTO)

Ms Gretchen Stanton
Counsellor
World Trade Organization
154 rue de Lausonne
Geneva 1211
Switzerland
Phone:41 22 739 5086
Fax: 41 22 739 5760
Email: gretchen.Stanton@wto.org

JOINT FAO/WHO SECRETARIAT

Dr Alan Randell
Senior Officer
Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme
Viale delle Terme di Caracalla
Rome 00100
Italy
Phone:39 6 5705 4390
Fax: 39 6 5705 4593
Email: alan.randell@fao.org

Dr Mungi Sohn
Food and Nutrition Division
Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme
Viale delle Terme di Caracalla
Rome 00100
Italy
Phone:39 6 5705 5524
Fax: 39 6 5705 4593
Email: mungi.sohn@fao.org

AUSTRALIAN SECRETARIAT

Ms Ruth Lovisolo
Manager
Codex Australia
National Office of Food Safety
Agriculture Fisheries and Forestry - Australia
PO Box 858
Canberra ACT 2601
Australia
Phone:61 2 6272 5112
Fax: 61 2 6272 3103
Email: ruth.lovisolo@affa.gov.au





ALINORM 99/30A
Appendix II Page 1

ALINORM 99/30A
Appendix II

DRAFT GUIDELINES FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF EQUIVALENCE AGREEMENTS
REGARDING FOOD IMPORT AND EXPORT INSPECTION AND CERTIFICATION

SYSTEMS
(Advanced to Step 8)

SECTION 1 - SCOPE

1. This document provides practical guidance for governments desiring to enter into bilateral or
multilateral equivalence agreements concerning food import and export inspection and certification
systems. Such agreements may be binding instruments taking the form of “international agreements”
under the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, or they may be other less formal arrangements
such as memoranda of understanding.

SECTION 2 - DEFINITIONS

2. Audit is a systematic and functionally independent examination to determine whether activities
and related results comply with planned objectives.1

3. Certification is the procedure by which official certification bodies and officially recognized
bodies provide written or equivalent assurance that foods or food control systems conform to
requirements. Certification of food may be, as appropriate, based on a range of inspection activities
which may include continuous on-line inspection, auditing of quality assurance systems, and
examination of finished products.1

4. Certification systemmeans official and officially recognized certification systems.

5. Equivalenceis the capability of different inspection and certification systems to meet the same
objectives.2

6. Inspectionis the examination of food or systems for control of food, raw materials, processing
and distribution, including in-process and finished product testing, in order to verify that they conform
to requirements.1

7. Inspection systemmeans official and officially recognized inspection systems.

8. Official inspection systems and official certification systemsare systems administered by a
government agency having jurisdiction empowered to perform a regulatory or enforcement function or
both.1

9. Officially recognized inspection systems and officially recognized certification systemsare
systems which have been formally approved or recognized by a government agency having
jurisdiction.1

10. Requirementsare the criteria set down by the competent authorities relating to trade in foodstuffs
covering the protection of public health, the protection of consumers and conditions of fair trading.1

1 Codex Alimentarius: Principles for Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification (CAC/GL 20-1995).
2 Codex Alimentarius: Guidelines for the Design, Operation, Assessment and Accreditation of Food Import and

Export Inspection and Certification Systems (CAC/GL 26-1997).
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SECTION 3 - PURPOSE OF AGREEMENTS

11. Countries3 may wish to enter into agreements4 concerning food import and export inspection and
certification systems to:

a) provide an enhanced means of assuring that exported products conform to importing
country requirements;

b) eliminate duplication of activities and use collective resources more efficiently and
effectively;

c) provide a mechanism for the cooperative exchange of expertise, assistance and
information to help assure and enhance conformity with requirements.

12. Equivalence agreements are not generally intended as a condition for trade but rather as a means
for ensuring that importing country requirements are met with minimal trade impediments. For example,
such agreements may result in reducing the importing country’s rate of physical checks or sampling to
test against standards or to avoid additional certification in the country of origin.

SECTION 4 – SCOPE AND TYPES OF AGREEMENTS

13. The guidelines herein are intended to cover both bilateral and multi-lateral agreements. Such
agreements may cover trade in one or both directions between trading partners.

14. As agreed by the parties, an equivalence agreement covering control and certification systems
may relate to any aspect of food safety or other relevant requirement for food. Such agreements may be
limited to specific areas of trade or specific products. Such agreements may be entered into where
equivalence has been established in respect of some or all requirements.

15. Equivalence agreements may include provisions for certificates or other forms of certification of
particular traded products or may provide for dispensing with certificates and other forms of
certification.5

SECTION 5 - CONSIDERATIONS BEFORE ENTERING INTO BILATERAL OR
MULTILATERAL DISCUSSIONS

16. The importing country considers and determines whether the exporting country’s measures meet
the importing country’s requirements. Any decision must, however, be made on the basis of objective
criteria.

17. In general, significant resources are needed to develop agreements. Exporting and importing
countries may therefore need to establish priorities for consultations leading to development of
agreements in recognition of the limited resources available to conduct the necessary assessments. Such
priorities should not conflict with World Trade Organization (WTO) rights and obligations.

18. Countries may wish to consider some or all of the following issues in setting priorities:

a) whether priority should be given to certain product categories because of the public
health risks they pose;

3 For the purpose of these guidelines, "country" includes regional economic integration organizations to which a
group of countries have transferred competencies as regards food import and export inspection and
certification systems and/or the negotiation of equivalence agreements with other countries.

4 See Section 1 - Scope. Although this guideline refers to "countries" and "agreements," in many cases
competent authorities will enter into agreements or other arrangements.

5 See paragraph 45 in CAC/GL 26-1997.
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b) whether there is significant trade between the exporting and importing countries for the
product(s) that will be the subject of an agreement, and whether an agreement between
the two countries would facilitate trade;

c) whether the exporting country appears to have sufficient infrastructure and resources to
maintain an appropriate control system;

d) whether the exporting country’s products have a low rate of non-compliance with
importing country requirements;

e) whether the exporting country recognizes and abides by the Codex Code of Ethics in
International Trade in Food;

f) whether significant resources would be conserved as a result of the agreement.

19. A country entering into discussions towards an equivalence agreement should be prepared to
facilitate assessment and verification activities both before and after conclusion of the agreement.6

20. Countries that are not yet ready to enter into equivalence agreements may wish to work jointly
toward the development of such agreements. Amongst other things, information exchange, joint
training, technical cooperation, and the development of infrastructure and food control systems can
serve as building blocks towards the later development of agreements. An importing developed country
should consider providing technical assistance to exporting developing countries to establish systems
that enable food exports to meet importing country requirements and facilitate the development of
equivalence agreements.

SECTION 6 - INITIATING DISCUSSIONS TOWARD AN EQUIVALENCE AGREEMENT

21. The country initiating discussion towards an equivalence agreement should identify:

a) the type of equivalence agreement proposed;

b) the product(s) to be covered;

c) the competent authority or authorities for each product; and

d) the scope of requirements to be addressed by the agreement (e.g., health and safety,
quality assurance systems, labeling, consumer fraud, etc.).

22. A country which receives such an approach should respond in a timely manner.

23. In the event that the recipient of such an approach has difficulty in responding positively to the
approach it should provide a statement of reasons and any relevant recommendations to facilitate the
future development of equivalence agreements.

24. Both parties should verify that legal authority exists to discuss and enter into such an agreement.

SECTION 7 - CONSULTATIVE PROCESS FOR EQUIVALENCE AGREEMENTS

25. As a first step in the consultative process, the importing country should make readily available
the texts of its relevant control measures and identify the objectives of these measures. For food safety
control measures, the importing country should identify the health risk(s) addressed by each measure.
Where certain health hazards, such as foodborne pathogens, are known to exist in the exporting country
and not in the importing country, these hazards and the measures to address them should be identified.

26. The exporting country should provide information that demonstrates that its own safety control
system achieves the importing country’s objectives and/or level of protection, as appropriate:

6 See CAC/GL 26-1997 for guidelines on the conduct of such assessment and verification activities.



Page 4
ALINORM 99/30A

Appendix II

• Equivalence agreements for food safety (sanitary) control measures are entered into after an
importing country determines that an exporting country’s control measures, even if different from
those of the importing country, achieve the importing country’s appropriate level of health
protection.

• Equivalence agreements for other relevant requirements for food are entered into after an importing
country determines that the exporting country’s control measures, even if different than those of the
importing country, meet the importing country’s objectives.

27. The development of equivalence agreements is facilitated by the use of Codex standards,
recommendations and guidelines by both parties.

28. To facilitate the consultative process, information should be exchanged, as appropriate, on:

a) legislative framework, including the texts of all relevant legislation, which provides the
legal basis for the uniform and consistent application of the food control system that is
the subject of the agreement;7

b) control programs and operations, including the texts of all the exporting country’s
pertinent measures that would be the subject of the agreement, as well as other materials
that relate to control programs and operations;8

c) decision criteria and action;9

d) facilities, equipment, transportation and communications as well as basic sanitation and
water quality;10

e) laboratories, including information on the evaluation and/or accreditation of
laboratories, and evidence that they apply internationally accepted quality assurance
techniques;11

f) details of the exporting country’s systems for assuring competent and qualified
inspection12 through appropriate training, certification, and authorization of inspection
personnel; and the number and distribution of inspectors;

g) details of the exporting country’s procedures for audit of national systems, including
assurance of the integrity and lack of conflict-of-interest of inspection personnel;13

h) details of the structure and operation of any rapid alert systems in the exporting country.

29. Countries may wish to prepare side-by-side tables to organize the above-mentioned information
and identify differences between the countries’ control systems.

30. The importing and exporting countries should identify a process for jointly considering
differences in measures/requirements.

31. Representatives of the importing country should have the opportunity to satisfy themselves that
the exporting country’s control systems operate as outlined. This can be accomplished by appropriate
assessment and verification of processes as described in Section 9 and the related Annex of the

7 See paragraphs 20-23 in CAC/GL 26-1997.
8 See paragraphs 24-29 in CAC/GL 26-1997.
9 See paragraphs 30-37 in CAC/GL 26-1997.
10 See paragraphs 38-40 in CAC/GL 26-1997.
11 See paragraphs 41-42 in CAC/GL 26-1997.
12 See paragraph 43 in CAC/GL 26-1997.
13 See paragraphs 47 and 52-57 in CAC/GL 26-1997.
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Guidelines for the Design, Operation, Assessment and Accreditation of Food Import and Export
Inspection and Certification Systems.

32. Participants in the agreement should establish procedures to:

a) periodically audit and verify that equivalence continues to exist after conclusion of an
equivalence agreement; and

b) resolve any problems identified during audit and verification.

A problem resolution procedure should be developed including provision for the importing country to
re-examine products to verify that the exporting country has corrected its deficiencies.

33. The participants in the agreement should discuss and decide whether the equivalence agreement
should include provisions for the use, in addition to or in lieu of certificates, of a list of establishments
which have been shown to be in compliance with the exporting country’s equivalent control measures.
The importing country can use this list of establishments to monitor imported shipments. The exporting
country would be responsible for providing the list, and updates when appropriate, to the importing
country. The importing country retains the right to refuse imports from an establishment and to arrange
with the exporting country the removal of an establishment from the list, providing reasons for its
action.

34. Participants in the agreement should agree to procedures for information exchange in the event of
a food emergency control situation.14

35. Participants in the agreement should agree to procedures to follow in the case of food shipments
that are found not to comply with the terms of the equivalence agreement.

36. Participants in the agreement should agree to procedures for terminating the agreement, in case
either party is not satisfied that the terms of the agreement are being met.

37. To enhance public confidence in the agreement while respecting legitimate concerns to retain
confidentality, the relevant competent authorities of the particular countries should15 provide the public-
-including consumers, industry, and other interested parties--an opportunity to comment at an
appropriate time on the proposed content of the agreement.16

SECTION 8 - PILOT STUDIES

38. Before entering into an agreement, the competent authorities in the importing and exporting
countries may agree to the conduct of a trial or pilot study.

39. The pilot study draft agreement and protocol may include, but are not limited to, provisions in
relation to:

a) description and time frame of the trial program.

b) roles and capabilities of involved government and officially recognized private
organizations.

c) procedures for inspection and certification.

d) audit procedures and frequency.

e) description of training or information needs.

14 See Codex Guidelines for the Exchange of Information in Food Control Emergency Situations
(CAC/GL 19-1995).

15 The delegations of Singapore, Uruguay, Vietnam, Malaysia and Egypt reserved their position on use of the
word “should”.

16 See paragraph 58 in CAC/GL 26-1997.
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SECTION 9 - DRAFTING THE AGREEMENT

40. Information which may be included as appropriate in an agreement is listed in Appendix A.

SECTION 10 - IMPLEMENTING THE AGREEMENT

41. A notice announcing the agreement, or the text of the agreement itself, should be published by all
the signatory governments. The text of the agreement should be made available to the public of each
country in that country’s official language(s).

42. After the agreement comes into effect, each party should promptly notify the other party or
parties of any proposed new or revised measures that pertain to the agreement.
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APPENDIX A

CONTENTS OF EQUIVALENCE AGREEMENTS

The following information may be included, as appropriate, in equivalence agreements.

a) Title: The name given to the agreement may vary, depending on the preferences and
legal requirements of the parties to the agreement.

b) Parties: The names of the parties to the bilateral or multilateral agreement.

c) Purpose:A brief statement of the specific purpose of the agreement.

d) Scope:Identification of the products and measures that are the subject of the agreement.
Note exceptions where necessary.

e) Definitions:Definitions of terms used in the agreement, as needed. Where possible,
definitions in WTO and Codex documents should be used.

f) Substantive Obligations:A comprehensive description of each participant's obligations
and specific responsibilities.

g) Competent Authorities:The title of each competent authority that will be responsible for
the implementation of the agreement.

h) Equivalence Finding:A statement of the control systems or parts of systems that have
been found to be equivalent by the importing party(ies) to the agreement.

i) Assessment and Verification Provisions:A description of the methods to verify
compliance with the provisions of the agreement, including audit procedures and/or
provisions for participants to utilize officially recognized third parties (including
competent authorities in countries that are not signatories to the officially recognized
agreement). The plans for continuing verification should be clearly described.

j) Criteria for Certification: When certificates are part of agreements to meet
requirements, a list of the criteria, by attribute, that should be used by the competent
authorities of the exporting and importing countries to determine if the product meets
the importing country’s standards.

k) Sample Collection:A listing of references and sample procedures that the importing
and/or exporting country will use for testing and/or certification.

l) Analytical and Other Methodology:A listing of the methods and equivalent procedures
that the participating competent authorities will use to determine the compliance of
product(s) covered by the agreement.

m) Administrative Procedures:Procedures and guidance for the practical implementation
and application of the agreement.

n) Information Exchange and Cooperation:A listing of the types of sharing of expertise,
providing assistance, and exchanging information that will help assure the quality and
safety of the product(s) covered by the agreement.

o) Transparency:Description of the types of information that should be exchanged on a
routine basis, including but not limited to revised laws and standards, analytical
findings, and inspection results.
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p) Notifications:A description of the situations and procedures that should be followed
when reporting significant changes in factors affecting the safety of traded products;
situations where there is an identified risk of serious public health effects related to
traded products; and steps being taken to resolve such situations.

q) Dispute Settlement:A description of the consultative procedures, joint committee,
and/or other mechanisms that should be employed by the participants to resolve disputes
under the agreement. Such procedures and mechanisms should not limit the rights or
obligations of the parties under the World Trade Organization (WTO) Agreements.

r) Liaison Officials:For each participating competent authority, at least one liaison official
should be identified by title/position, address, telephone number, fax number, and e-
mail address. (It is not necessary to include the name of a specific individual.)

s) Entry into Force:The date on which the provisions of the agreement enter into force.

t) Review, modification and termination:The methods for the review, modification and
termination of the agreement.

u) Signatures:Signatures, titles, and names of officials representing the competent
authority that are participants in the agreement and the date(s) of signature.
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