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MATTERSFOR ADOPTION BY THE 25" SESSION OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS
COMMISSION

Amendmentsto the Procedural Manual

Amendment to the Title and Terms of Reference of the Committee on Meat and Poultry Hygiene (para. 14).

Governments and international organizations wishing to submit comments on the above amendment should do
so in writing to the Secretary, Codex Alimentarius Commission, Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme,
FAO, Vialeddle Termedi Caracalla, 00100 Rome, Italy before 30 March 2003.

MATTERSFOR ADOPTION BY THE 50" SESSION OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Proposed Draft Principles at Step 5 of the Procedure

Proposed Draft Working Principles for Risk Analysisin the Framework of the Codex Alimentarius at Step 5
of the Procedure, for inclusion in the Procedural Manual (para. 63, Appendix I1).

Governments wishing to submit comments on the implications which the Proposed Draft Working Principles
may have for their economic interests should do so in writing in conformity with the Procedure for the
Elaboration of World-wide Standards at Step 5 to the Secretary, Codex Alimentarius Commission, Joint
FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme, FAO, Viale ddle Terme di Caracalla, 00100 Rome, Italy before 30

May 2002.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The summary and conclusions of the 17" Session of the Codex Committee on General
Principles areas follows:

M atter s for adoption by the Commission:

The Committee

Endorsed the amendments to the Title and Terms of Reference of the Committee on Meat
and Poultry Hygiene, as proposed by that Committee (para. 14);

M atter s for adoption by the 50" Session of the Executive Committee:

The Committee

Agreed to advance to Step 5 the Proposed Draft Working Principles for Risk Analysis in
the Framework of the Codex Alimentarius (para. 63, Appendix I1);

Agreed to undertake new work on the eaboration of Proposed Draft Working Principles
for Risk Analysis intended for governments (para. 72).

Other matters of interest to the Commission and the Executive Committee:

The Committee

agreed to ask discuss further at its next session the amendments to the Rules of Procedure
concerning the membership of regional economic integration organizations in the light of
the advice provided by the FAO Committee on Constitutional and Legal Matters (para.
120, Appendix 111);

agreed to return the Proposed Draft Revised Code of Ethics for International Trade in
Foods to Step 3 for redrafting and further comments (para. 91);

agreed to consider further at its next session the cooperation between the Codex
Alimentarius Commission and international organizations in the elaboration of Codex
standards and related texts (para. 104);

agreed to discuss questions related to traceability or product tracing at its next session on
the basis of a paper prepared by the Codex Secretariat (para. 12).
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ALINORM 03/33

INTRODUCTION

1 The Codex Committee on General Principles held its Seventeenth Session in Paris from 15 to 19 April
2002 at the kind invitation of the government of the French Republic. The Session was chaired by Mrs.
Catherine Geslain-Laneelle, Director General, Direction Générale de I’ Alimentation, Ministére de I’ Agriculture
et de la Péche. The Session was attended by 232 delegates from 49 member countries, 4 international
intergovernmental organisations and 21 international non-governmental organisations. A complete list of
participants is attached as Appendix 1.

2. The Session was opened by Mr J&6me Gallot, Director General, Direction Générale de la Concurrence,
de la Consommation et de la Répression des Fraudes, on behalf of the Minister in charge of Trade and Consumer
Affairs. Mr Gallot recalled the significance and the symbolism of the fact that the Codex Alimentarius
Commission is attached to both the World Health Organization (WHO) and the United Nations Food and
Agriculture Organization (FAO). He stressed that the confidence of consumers in food safety and quality was
necessary to facilitate the liberalisation of international trade. Thus, governments and all interested parties should
foster their involvement in establishing Codex standards that ensure both health protection and fair trade
practices.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA"

3. On the proposal of the Delegation of India, the Committee agreed to discuss Items 3(a) and 3(b), both
concerning Risk Analysis, together. The Committee also agreed to discuss Item 6 (Membership in the Codex
Alimentarius Commission of Regional Economic Integration Organizations) before Item 5 (Cooperation
between the Codex Alimentarius Commission and Other International Intergovernmental Organizations). At the
proposal of the Delegation of Canada, the Committee agreed that a report would be made by the Representatives
of FAO and WHO under Agenda Item 7 (Other Business) on the status of the independent Review/Evaluation of
the Codex Alimentarius and other FAO/WHO Work on Food Standards. With these changes, the Committee
adopted the Provisional Agenda as the Agenda for the Session.

MATTERS REFERRED BY THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION AND OTHER CODEX
COMMITTEESINCLUDING TRACEABILITY?

GENERAL ISSUES

4, The Delegation of the United States stressed the importance of the consideration of the Medium-Term
Plan 2003-2007 and the need for member countries to provide comments. The Secretariat informed the
Committee that the revised draft of the Medium-Term Plan, including the comments submitted by member
countries, had been prepared and would be considered by the 50" Session of the Executive Committee.

TRACEABILITY

5. The Committee recalled the recommendations of the 49" Session of the Executive Committee
concerning the consideration of traceability in Codex and noted the conclusions reached by the Ad Hoc
Intergovernmental Task Force on Foods Derived from Biotechnology and the work undertaken by the
Committee on Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification Systems (CCFICS) and other Committees in
this area. The Committee took note of the comments of Uruguay concerning the need to distinguish clearly the
use of traceability in risk management and other applications.

! CX/GP 02/1.
2 CX/GP 02/2; CX/GP 02/2-Add.1 (Comments of Uruguay); CRD.5 (Comments of the 49" Parallel Consortium).
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6. The Delegation of France, referring to its written comments (CRD 4) proposed that the Committee
should develop a definition for the purposes of Codex as well as working principles to address this question in
concerned Committees, either in a separate document or as part of other documents such as the Working
Principles for Risk Analysis. The Ddegation recalled that the role of the Committee was to provide guidance to
Codex Committees on general issues and proposed to convene a working group, chaired by a developing
country, to develop a document for this purpose.

7. Several delegations supported this proposal and pointed out that the work undertaken by CCFICS
concerning traceability was focused on modalities of implementation in inspection and certification systems;
other committees were also working on provisions concerning traceability in their respective areas of
competence but the Committee on General Principles should address this question from a general perspectivein
order to ensure consistency throughout Codex.

8. The Delegation of Brazil proposed to await the outcome of the work initiated by the CCFICS in order to
avoid duplication; this would be consistent with the coordinating role of the Committee and with the
recommendations of the Executive Committee that relevant Committees should undertake work as they deemed
appropriate. Several delegations supported this position and stressed that the growing number of working groups
established by different Codex Committees posed practical difficulties for governments, especially developing
countries, and would not necessarily solve such complex issues. Some delegations also pointed out that
traceability was only one of the measures applied in risk management and that it should not be addressed
separatdy in specific guidelines or recommendations, but integrated in the work on risk analysis.

9. The Delegations of the United States, supported by other delegations, expressed the view that product
tracing should be considered in the framework of risk management as a matter of priority, as recommended by
the CCEXEC and taking into account the conclusions reached by the Codex Ad hoc Intergovernmental Task
Force on Foods Derived from Biotechnology (CTFBT) concerning risk analysis.

10. Other delegations and observers stressed the importance of traceability to ensure the authenticity of
consumer information and proposed that the work of the Committee should not be limited to food safety aspects
but should address all relevant applications of traceability.

11. Several delegations stated that these questions should also be examined in the light of the obligations of
Members of WTO under the SPSand TBT Agreements, including consideration of alternative procedures.

12. The Committee could not reach a consensus on the need to create a working group but agreed to
undertake work on this matter and agreed that the Secretariat should prepare a discussion paper considering how
the Committee could best contribute to consideration of this issue in Codex, taking into account the work of
other relevant committees, well in advance of the next session in order to allow for comments. The Secretariat
was also asked to provide a draft definition for Codex use.

13. In reply to a question on the role of Regional Coordinating Committees, the Secretariat recalled that
these Committees might wish to contribute to the debate, as agreed by the Executive Committee, and they would
therefore be invited to discuss this question. The results of these discussions would be integrated into the
document prepared for the Committee.

NAME AND TERMS OF REFERENCE OF THE COMMITTEE ON MEAT AND POULTRY HYGIENE

14. The Committee endorsed the proposal of the Committee on Meat and Poultry Hygiene to amend its
name into “* Committee on Meat Hygiene’, and to amend its Terms of Reference as follows: “ To elaborate
world-wide standards and/or codes of practice as appropriate for meat hygiene”.
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RISK ANALYSIS (AGENDA ITEM 3)
PROPOSED DRAFT WORKING PRINCIPLES FOR RISK ANALYS'S (AGENDA | TEM 3A)°

THE APPLICATION OF RISK ANALYSISIN THE APPLICATION OF CODEX STANDARDS (AGENDA | TEM 3B) *

15. Asagreed during the Adoption of the Agenda (see para. 3 above), the Committee discussed these two sub-
items together. The Committee expressed its appreciation to the Delegation of India for the thoughtfulness of
the paper prepared under Agenda Item 3(b) and also the Delegation’s proposal to discuss the issues raised in the
context of the Proposed Draft Working Principles.

16. The Committee recalled that at its previous session it had considered the Proposed Draft Working
Principles for Risk Analysis and had agreed on several amendments to the text; however, it had been unable to
arrive at a consensus on the Scope of the document or on the sections dealing with precaution in risk analysis,
especially in risk management. The Committee had therefore requested the Commission for guidance on these
matters (ALINORM 01/33A, paras 16-75, in particular 70-72). The Commission had confirmed its initial
mandate to the Committee to complete the principles for risk analysis within Codex as a high priority, with a
view to their adoption in 2003. It had also agreed that the Committee should develop guidance to governments
subsequently or in parallel, as appropriate in view of its programme of work. It also made a decision on how
Codex should proceed when scientific data were insufficient or incomplete. The Commission had recommended
that the host government convene a Working Group to facilitate discussions on the Proposed Draft Principles at
the present session of the Committee (ALINORM 01/41, paras. 75-83).

17. On the basis of the Commission’s clarification and the discussions at the Committees previous session,
the Secretariat revised the Proposed Draft Working Principles and circulated them for comment (CL 2001/24-
GP). A Working Group was convened under the Chairmanship of Professor Chevassus-au-Louis (France) in
December 2001 at which the replies to the Circular Letter were considered and which prepared arevised text of
the Proposed Draft Working Principles. The revised text (including the text of all of the comments received)
was again circulated for comment (CX/GP 02/3).

18. At the invitation of the Chairperson, Professor Bernard Chevassus-au-Louis, Chairman of the Museum
National d'Histoire Naturdle, introduced the text prepared by the Working Group established and circulated for
comments. Professor Chevassus-au-Louis indicated the participation of 22 Member countries and 11
international organisationsin the Working group. The Committee noted the main changes that had been madein
the text, in particular the removal of square brackets and rephrasing the reevant paragraphs where appropriate.
Important progress had been realized on five issues, namely: that these principles addressed Codex Alimentarius
(Commission) matters only; reference had been included to the Codex mandate of ensuring fair practices in the
food trade; treatment of uncertainty in risk assessment and risk management had been clarified; concerns of
developing countries were specifically taken into account; and the risk communication section completed. The
Committee considered the text paragraph by paragraph.”

TITLE AND SCOPE

19. The Committee agreed that the text applied to the application of risk analysis within the framework of
the Codex Alimentarius (i.e., the collection of Codex standards and related texts) and amended the Title and

3 Documents considered under Item 3(a): CL 2001/24-GP; CX/GP 02/3; CX/GP 02/3-Add.1 (Comments of
Colombia, Cuba, Guatemala, Maaysia, Consumers International, Council for Responsible Nutrition; International
Alliance of Dietary/Food Supplement Associations, Internationa Council of Grocery Manufacturers
Associations); CX/GP 02/3-Add.2 (Comments of Canada, Argentina, Morocco, New Zeaand, Internationa
Federation of Animal Health; Biotechnology Industry Organization); CX/GP 02/3-Add.3 (Comments of United
States, Uruguay, European Community); CRD 2 (Comments of India); CRD 3 (Comments of Japan).

4 Documents considered under Item 3(b): CX/GP 02/4 (Document prepared by India); CX/GP 02/4-Add.1
(Reformulated version of the proposed recommendations — India); CX/GP 02/4-Add.2 (Comments of Canada).

Throughout the text, references are made first to the paragraph numbering of the working document followed by
the new paragraph number in the revised document, as presented in Appendix |
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paragraph 3 (2) of the text accordingly. It noted that in most of the remainder of the text reference should be
made to the Codex Alimentarius Commission.

20. In the second paragraph of the proposed draft text presented by the Working Group and dealing with the
objectives of the Working Principles, the Committee considered the proposed inclusion of a reference to the
“promotion of fair trade practices” in association with the primary purpose of risk analysis, namely protection of
consumers' health. Inresponseto a question, the Secretariat noted that the Codex Alimentarius Commission has
not defined “fair trade practices’ for the purpose of the Codex Alimentarius, however in previous decisions of
the Commission, the following issues not directed exclusively to the protection of consumers health were
identified, for example: Prevention of adulteration®: Prevention of false, deceptive or misleading labelling”; and
Accurate product description®. Some del egations suggested that the concept of fair trading practices had evolved,
especially since the establishment of the WTO, to cover risk management considerations as outlined in
paragraph 37 of the document (now para. 35). Several delegations recommended the deletion of the reference,
since, in their view the extent of “fair trade practices” was not precise and in any case had no bearing on risk
analysis, or dse was covered by the consideration of the “other legitimate factors’ that would need to be taken
into account in the course of establishing an appropriate standard.

21. The Representative of the WTO noted that the notion of “fair practices in the food trade’ was a Codex
concept, contained in its Statutes. He indicated that a possible reflection of the notion in the SPS Agreement was
contained in Article 5.6 which stated that “... [WTQO] Members shall ensurethat ... measures are not more trade
restrictive than required to achieve their appropriate level of protection taking into account technical and
economic feasibility ...”. He also noted that according to Article 2.2 of the TBT Agreement “... technical
regulations shall not be more trade restrictive than necessary to fulfill a legitimate objective, taking account of
the risks non-fulfillment would create. Such legitimate objective are inter alia: ... the prevention of deceptive
practices...”. He stressed that, including for WTO purposes, it would be helpful if the Committee could provide
adefinition of “fair practice in the food trade”’ as applied by Codex.

22. Other delegations were of the opinion that fair trade practices needed to be taken into account in the
context of risk management, and were indeed referred to in the adopted definition of Risk Management.

23. Following the discussion of a proposed compromise text (also in association with a proposal to amend
paragraph 32 (old)), the Committee came to the conclusion that all of the issues contained in the proposed
paragraph were treated more precisely in other paragraphs and sections of the document, and therefore agreed to
delete the paragraph in its entirety.

24, The Committee agreed to clarify paragraph 4 (3) of the text by indicating that for the purpose of these
Working Principles, the Commission and its subsidiary bodies had the role of “risk managers’, while the
FAO/WHO expert bodies and consultations took the role of “risk assessors’.

RISK ANALYSIS— GENERAL ASPECTS

25. In relation to the matter of “confidentiality”, the delegation of Argentina noted that there was
international agreement on a definition of confidentiality in Article 39.3 of the TRIPS Agreement, and that a
separate definition should not be necessary in the Working Principles. The Committee also agreed to modify the
footnote describing the “ other interested parties’ for the purpose of clarity.

26. In paragraph 8 (7), the Committee agreed that the food-rdated risks referred to in the Working
Principles were those defined by the Codex Alimentarius Commission in the Definitions of Risk Analysis Terms
Related to Food Safety in the Procedural Manual® and agreed to include a footnote to this effect.

For example Code of Ethics for International Trade in Foods, Section 4.2

! For example Code of Ethics for International Trade in Foods (CAC/RCP 20-1979, Rev. 1-1985) , Section 4.2
For example Principlesfor Food Import and Export Certification and Inspection (CAC/GL 20-1995), Section 3.
° Procedural Manual, 12" Ed., pp. 43-44.
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27. In relation to paragraph 11 (10), the Delegation of the United Kingdom stated that the decision of the
Commission should be reconsidered in view of way in which it was adopted at the 24™ Session of the
Commission and because of its inappropriateness and internal inconsistencies. The Delegation of Bolivia pointed
out that the decision of the Commission was the most important el ement of the document on risk analysis. The
Committee, however, decided not to re-open debate on this matter.

28. The Committee discussed proposals to amend the paragraph dealing with precaution (paragraph 12, now
11), in particular to delete the introductory sentence (Argentina) and to provide more detailed clarification on the
nature of the risk and its potential public health consequences (USA). Noting however that considerable effort
had been made in achieving a consensus on this issue and that the opening sentence was a statement of fact, the
Committee agreed to retain the text as drafted.

RISK ASSESSMENT PoLIcY

29. The Committee agree to review the definition of Risk Assessment Policy currently presented in para. 15
when considering the Definitions (see para.60). The Committee agreed that risk assessment should be
“unbiased”, in addition to the current requirements, and amended paragraph 16 accordingly.

30. In paragraph 18 (16), the Ddegation of New Zealand proposed that risk assessors should evaluate the
“potential changes in risk” rather than “ risk reduction” resulting from different risk management options, as it
would be more inclusive and cover all possible outcomes. In some cases, risk assessors might come to the
conclusion that a particular option did not result in a reduction of the risk considered or might increase another
risk, and the text should reflect the scientific nature of the evaluation process.

31 The Representative of WHO stressed that risk reduction was the overall objective of risk analysis, and it
was important to retain this essential concept in the Working Principles. The Committee recognized that the
purpose of risk analysis was to reduce health risks, as indicated in the Scope, but agreed with the amendment
proposed as it clarified a specific aspect of risk assessment policy and did not detract from the overall purpose of
the Working Principles.

32. The Committee also noted a proposal of the Delegation of India concerning the feasibility of the risk
management options but recognized that this was the responsibility of risk managers and was addressed in the
relevant section (para. 38, now 35).

RISK ASSESSMENT

33. The Committee agreed to delete the introductory paragraph to this section as it was already covered in
the section on Risk Management and repeated the first paragraph of the Statements of Principles Relating to the
Role of Food Safety Risk Assessment (old para. 19).

34. In paragraph 21 (18) on the selection of experts, the Committee agreed that the participation of experts
from different parts of the world, including developing countries was a general principle applied by FAO and
WHO and amended the sentence accordingly (deleting “where possible’), as proposed by the Delegation of
India.

35. The Observer from Consumers International proposed that observers representing consumer interests
should be admitted in expert bodies. The Representative of FAO recalled that experts were selected in their
personal capacity on the basis of their competence through an open and transparent process and although they
might belong to consumers organizations or to any other redevant organization, they did not represent these
organizations nor their views. In the same vein, no observers representing specific interests could participate in
expert committees or consultations in order to avoid conflict of interest. The current text was therefore retained.

36. The Committee discussed whether the qualitative information mentioned in para. 23 (20) should be
described as “scientific”, in order to ensure that only useful information was provided to risk assessors. It was
noted that thiswas covered more generaly in para. 24 indicating that “ risk assessment should take into account
all available scientific data’ and the current text was retained. The reference to the presentation of the risk
assessment results was deleted for clarification purposes as it was addressed specifically in para. 29 (25).
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37. The Committee also reorganized paragraphs 23 and 24 (20 and 21) in order to consider separately the
use of scientific data and the other elements to be taken into account in risk assessment, as proposed by the
Delegation of Malaysia.

38. In para. 25 (22), the Delegation of India proposed to include additional recommendations to address the
need for data originating from developing countries and the action to be taken by FAO/WHO. The Committee
recognized that this was not within the mandate of Codex, but that the Commission could make
recommendations to FAO and WHO in this respect. Some delegations expressed concerns that the elaboration of
Codex standards might be unduly delayed pending the collection of relevant data. After an exchange of views,
the Committee agreed on a text proposed by Canada, Brazil and India to the effect that the Commission should
request FAO/WHO to initiate time-bound studies when reevant data were not available from developing
countries. The conduct of risk assessment should not be delayed pending receipt of these data; however, the risk
assessment should be reconsidered when such data were available.

39. The Committee agreed to delete para. 26 and to refer to explicit consideration of the sources of
uncertainty at each step of the risk assessment process in para. 27 (23), with some amendments to the current
text for clarification purposes.

40. The Committee amended paragraphs 29 and 30 (25 and 26) for clarification purposes and to address
separately 1) the presentation of risk estimates to risk managers, other risk assessors and interested parties; and
2) theimpact of uncertainties on risk assessment and risk management. It was also agreed that on the basis of the
definition of Risk Characterization, “Risk Estimate’ should be defined as follows: “quantitative estimation of
the risk resulting from risk characterization”, and that it should be included in the Definitions (see also para. 62).

RIsKk MANAGEMENT

41. The Delegation of the United States expressed the view that risk management options selected for
similar risks might be quite different due to the nature of the hazard considered (e.g. in dealing with intentionally
added substances versus haturally occurring substances) and proposed to delete the reference to “different
situations’. Other delegations supported the current text in order to promote consistency in risk management
decisions. The Committee considered that the concerns of the United States could be addressed by the reference
to "unjustified" differences and retained the current text (para. 31, new para. 28).

42, The Committee had an extensive debate on the need to include a reference to the promation of fair trade
practices, in conjunction with the discussion of the Scope (see para. 20). The Committee agreed on a
compromise text for the first sentence proposed by the Delegation of Brazil in cooperation with other delegations
in order to recognize “the dual purposes of the Codex Alimentarius to protect the health of consumers and
ensuring fair practices in the food trade” while retaining the notion that the primary objective of risk
management was the protection of consumer health. The last sentence of the current paragraph was left
unchanged, except for the addition of the word "health" to "consumer protection”. This expression was modified
accordingly in the remainder of the text.

43. In para. 32 (28), the Committee agreed that the decisions should be based on risk assessment in general
and that the reference to “ as appropriate to the circumstances” should be deleted, as proposed by the Delegation
of Brazil, although some delegations recalled that this was mentioned in the Statement of Principle Concerning
the Role of Food Safety Risk Assessment.

44, The Delegation of India stressed the importance of uniformity in the application of risk analysis in
Codex and proposed to include a new paragraph indicating that the risk assessment should be completed before
any final decision was taken on risk management options, especially standards and maximum limits. Some
delegations pointed out that risk assessment could never be “complete’ and the Committee agreed that the
“conclusions of the risk assessment” should be presented before the final decision was made, as proposed by the
Delegation of Canada. It was also agreed that the guidance provided in para. 11(10) concerning the elaboration
of standards and related texts in relation to risk assessment should be taken into account .The Committee agreed
to add a new paragraph on this basis (new para. 29).
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45, In para. 33 (30), the Committee agreed to add a statement to the effect that the “feasibility of
enforcement and compliance”’ should also be taken into account in risk management process.

46. In para 36 (33), the Committee agreed to remove a redundant reference to “other legitimate factors’ as
this was already covered in previous paragraphs. The footnote referring to the FAO/WHO Expert Consultation
was also deleted as it was not needed in the final text.

47. The Committee discussed para. 37 (34), that had been included following earlier discussions on how to
address trade implications in standard setting. The Delegation of Brazil proposed to include part of the text of
Article 5.6 of the SPS Agreement to clarify that risk management aptions should not be more trade restrictive
than necessary. Some delegations pointed out that this was not the role of the Commission as the level of
protection was determined by member countries and national measures were subject to the provisions of the SPS
Agreement. Some delegations and observers also expressed the view that this would unduly burden and delay
the work of the Commission.

48. The Representative of WTO questioned whether the Commission should systematically consider trade
implications and suggested that this sentence be deleted, especially as the text under discussion was intended for
application within Codex, but that it could be reconsidered when developing recommendations to member
countries. The Secretariat recalled that the need to consider the implications of draft standards for the economic
interests of member countries was explicitly mentioned in the Elaboration Procedure (at Steps 5 and 6).

49, After some debate on the consideration that should be given to trade aspects in the development of
Codex texts, the Committee agreed that the Commission should “seek and take into consideration the potential
impact of such measures on trade between member countries”, as proposed by the Delegation of Canada.

50. In para. 38 (35), some delegations questioned the need for “flexibility” in the establishment of the
standards and asked for clarification on the purpose of the second sentence. The Committee recalled that the
current recommendation did not refer to flexibility in the implementation of standards, that was outside the
mandate of Codex, but to the consideration of different risk management options that could achieve the same
level of health protection. The Committee agreed to replace “flexibility” with “alternative options’ for
clarification purposes.

51. The Committee deleted the reference to developing countries in the first sentence as feasibility of risk
management options and economic consequences should be taken into account in all cases. A new sentence was
added at the end of the paragraph to reflect the need to consider the circumstances of developing countries.

Risk COMMUNICATION

52. The Committee agreed that the paragraphs of this section should be re-ordered into a more logical
sequence and that throughout the section statements of fact or intent should be re-worded as principles. It was
also agreed that throughout the section, when reference was made to “interested parties’, a linkage would be
made to the footnote describing these parties (Footnote 4).

53. A new introductory paragraph outlining the goals of risk communication was inserted using the wording
of the second part of the former paragraph 44 (new para. 37).

54, The Committee agreed that risk communication should be identified as a “reciprocal” exercise and
amended the paragraph accordingly. The paragraph was also amended to indicate that the expert bodies and
consultations referred to were the joint bodies of FAO/WHO (para. 40, now 38).

55. The Committee discussed combining paragraphs 41 and 42 (39 and 40), but decided to retain separate
paragraphs defining the functions and the requirements of risk communication respectively. The paragraph
describing the requirements of risk communication was amended for clarification (old para. 42, now 40).

56. The Committee agreed to amend paragraph 44 (42), firstly by removing the second part of it to the
beginning of the Section on Risk Communication (see para. 53, above), and secondly by simplifying the
referenceto “ other interested parties’ (see also para. 52, above).
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57. The Committee agreed to delete requirement for the Codex Commission and its subsidiary bodies to
establish proactive communication strategies and communications plans, noting that activities had been foreseen
in the Strategic Framework 2003-2007 and formed part of the Draft Medium-Term Plan 2003-2007. It was also
noted that to request Codex Committees to develop communication plans could have a serious impact on their
capacity to elaborate standards and related texts for consumer health protection (old para. 45).

DEFINITIONS

58. The Committee agreed that the definitions previously adopted by the Commission and included in the
Procedural Manual should be | eft unchanged.

Risk Assessment Policy

59. The Delegation of Brazil suggested that the text as drafted in English and Spanish was tautological due
to the reference to “policy choices” and that the French version of the definition that used the expression “choir
d orientation” was preferred. The definition was therefore aligned with the French version.

60. Noting its earlier discussion concerning paragraph 15 of the draft document that had contained the
identical text as the proposed definition, the Committee agreed to delete this paragraph.

Risk Evaluation and Risk Profile

61. The Committee agreed to the definitions proposed by the Working Group and based on the work of the
Joint FAO/WHO Expert Consultations.

Risk Estimate
62. See paragraph 40 above.

STATUS OF THE PROPOSED DRAFT WORKING PRINCIPLES FOR RISK ANALYSISIN THE FRAMEWORK OF
THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS AND THE RELATED DEFINITIONS

63. The Committee agreed to advance the text of the Proposed Draft Working Principles for Risk Analysis
in the Framework of the Codex Alimentarius to Step 5 of the Procedure for consideration by the 50" Session of
the Executive Committee. It noted that, when finalized, this text would be included in the Procedurad Manual as
general guidance to the Commission and its subsidiary bodies.

64. The Committee also agreed to advance the above Definitions to Step 5, on the understanding that, when
finalized, they would be included in the list of Definitions for the Purpose of the Codex Alimentarius that was
published in the Procedural Manual.

65. The revised Proposed Draft Working Principles are contained in Appendix Il to the present report and
the proposed draft Definitions in the Annex to this Appendix.

66. Concerning the status of the Working Principles when finally adopted by the Commission, the
Delegation of Denmark raised some questions about the practical implementation of the principles in Codex
work. To illustrate the issue the Delegation indicated that the following questions needed to be addressed: who
had the formal competence to establish risk assessment poalicies; which procedures should be followed; and how
the policies so established would be addressed to the independent risk assessment bodies. The Ddegation
encouraged the Committee to consider such issues in the elaboration process leading to the final adoption of the
text by the Commission.
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CONSIDERATION OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF WORKING PRINCIPLES FOR RISK ANALYSIS TO BE APPLIED
BY GOVERNMENTS (AGENDA | TEM 3C)"

67. The Commission had confirmed its initial mandate to the Committee to complete the principles for risk
analysis within Codex as a high priority, with a view to their adoption in 2003. At the same time, it had also
agreed that the Committee should develop guidance to governments subsequently or in paralel, as appropriate in
view of its programme of work.

68. The Secretariat noted that if the Committee decided to proceed with the daboration of such principles, the
following elements could be taken into account: the sections of the earlier draft of the Working Principles that
could apply to governments; the recommendations originating from the FAO/WHO expert consultations on risk
analysis issues; and the recommendations of Codex Committees currently working on risk analysis in specific
areas, especially food hygiene and foods derived from biotechnology.

69. The Ddegation of France indicated that significant progress had been made on risk analysis principles for
Codex purposes at the current session and that it was appropriate to initiate work on risk analysis principles
intended for governments. Referring to the proposals presented in CRD 1, the Delegation suggested that the
Committee convene a Working Group to elaborate a proposed draft for consideration by the next session, as this
could facilitate further discussion.

70. Several delegations expressed the view that a Working Group could be useful at a later stage, especially to
consider comments, but proposed that an initial draft should first be developed by the Secretariat and circulated
in order to allow all member countries and international organizations to provide their comments.

71. Some delegations, while recognizing the importance of developing risk analysis principles for
governments, pointed out that the highest priority of the Committee was to finalize the risk analysis principles
for application within Codex.

72. The Committee agreed to initiate new work on Proposed Draft Working Principles for Risk Analysis
directed to governments, subject to the approval of the 50" Session of the Executive Committee. The Proposed
Draft would be prepared by the Codex Secretariat for comments at Step 3 and consideration by the 18" Session
of the Committee. It was also agreed that France, as host country, might convene a Working Group at an
appropriate timeto facilitate further discussions and that a decision would be taken in the light of the comments
received.

PROPOSED DRAFT REVISED CODE OF ETHICS FOR INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN FOODS
(AGENDA ITEM 4)*

73. The Committee recalled that the last session had discussed the general aspects of the text and identified
several issues that would require further consideration. The text had not been discussed in detail and it had been
agreed that the Secretariat would revise thetext in view of the comments and the discussion held &t the session.

74. The Committee noted that only limited changes had been introduced to the document as several
important issues remained to be addressed, as indicated in the introductory section. The Committee agreed to
discuss the relevance of the Code under WTO and its applicability to governments and commercial operators
before proceeding with detailed consideration of the text.

75. The Representative of WTO noted that the matter had been raised at the previous meeting of the
Committee and that the advice of the SPS Committee could be sought if the Committee so wished. However, he
emphasized that standard setting organizations were independent and it was their responsibility to establish
recommendations in the framework of their specific objectives. The Committee also recalled the earlier advice
from the SPS Committee to the Commission concerning the status of Codex standards, guidelines and

10 CRD 1

n CX/GP 02/5, CX/GP 02/5-Add.1 (comments of Canada, Colombia, Cuba, Malaysia, Moldova, Thailand, Turkey,
United States, EC, ENCA, IBFAN) , CRD 2 (comments of India), CRD 8 (comments of Brazil)



ALINORM 03/33 page 10

recommendations in relation to the SPS Agreement, and in particular that “how a text would be applied
depended on its substantive content rather than on the category of the text” (ALINORM 99/33, paras. 50-51).

76. Some dedegations expressed the view that there was no need to ask the advice of WTO and that the
Committee should concentrate on revising the contents of the Cade, as the role of Codex was to provide
recommendations that could then be used as a reference in the framework of WTO. The Committee agreed to
proceed accordingly.

77. Many delegations stressed that the Code should be intended for governments because Codex was an
intergovernmental organization and its recommendations were directed to governments. National authorities
should implement the provisions of the code and make them applicable to commercial operators and all those
engaged in food trade. The Delegation of Spain, speaking on behalf of the Member States of the European Union
and expressing the EC position, indicated that the Code was intended for governments and for commercial
operators, with the understanding that governments were responsible for applying regulations to operators. The
Committee agreed to consider the recommendations to governments as a matter of priority and to discuss later
how it could apply to commercial operators, if required.

78. Following the general discussion, the Committee considered the text section by section.
PREAMBLE

Para (b)

79. The Committee agreed that food safety should be mentioned in addition to food quality to reflect the
essential importance of food safety in the context of the Code.

Para (c)

80. The Delegation of Spain expressed its objections to the current text as the right to food safety applied
equally to all consumers and no specific reference should be made in this respect to low-income consumers. The
Delegation of Chile proposed to delete the reference to low income consumers because the Code should
guarantee the quality and safety of food for all consumers. Other delegations supported the current text as the
specific difficulties of vulnerable groups should be taken into account. The Committee decided to retain the
current text, and noted that consistency between the three versions (English, French and Spanish) should also be
ensured.

Para (d)

81. The Delegation of Canada proposed to amend the text concerning food safety and other concerns to
reflect that there had been significant improvement in food quality and safety. The Committee however noted
that thiswas not consistent with the surveys conducted by WHO concerning the incidence of foodborne diseases.
The Secretariat suggested to retain the current text but to indicate that effective food control systems could lead
to improvements in this situation, as it would emphasize the measures to be taken, and the Committee agreed
with this proposd.

Para (f)

82. Several delegations noted that Members had rights and obligations beyond those specified in the WTO
Agreements and agreed to refer to "certain” rights and obligations.

Para (g)

83. The Delegation of Argentina proposed to delete all references to specific products, such as was the case
with the International Code of Marketing of Breast-Milk Subgtitutes, because if one specific product was
mentioned all products should be mentioned. Many delegations and observers were opposed to this deetion and
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wished to retain the current text, especially supporting the World Health Resolutions on the Code. It was agreed to
retain the current text of paragraph (g).

Para (h)

84. The Delegation of Bolivia expressed the view that serious consideration should be given to the purpose
of the Code in terms of ethics, and should not be limited to fair practices in food trade; many related issues
affected the ethical aspects of food trade, especially the lack of access to food for populations suffering from
hunger and malnutrition, the depletion of genetic resources and the resulting distortions in trade. It was therefore
necessary to decide whether the Code should address only trade related issues or basic ethical values, and
whether the title should be amended. The Déegation of Chile proposed to refer to the Plan of Action of the
World Food Summit in addition to the Rome Declaration as it concerned all issues related to access to food and
the Committee agreed that the text should be amended accordingly. The Delegation of Brazil noted that further
consideration should be given to such basic issues while revising the Code.

8b. The Secretariat recalled that the Scope of the Code covering food trade was determined by the overall
mandate of Codex to protect the health of consumers and to ensure fair practices in food trade; other aspects
such as genetic resources were addressed by other international bodies and were beyond the competence of the
Committee and the Commission.

86. The Delegation of the United Kingdom indicated that although the specific mandate and competence of
Codex should be respected, the context in which food trade was conducted a so heeded to be taken into account.

87. The Committee noted the proposal of the Observer from 49P to add a new paragraph indicating that
“other international agreements, currently in effect, may also impact international trade in food directly or
indirectly.” Several delegations opposed a general reference to agreements that were not binding on all member
countries and were not specifically related to the objectives of the Code. The Committee recalled that in
application of Objective 3 of the Strategic Framework Codex should promoate linkages with other international
standard setting and regulatory organizations. However, it did not come to a conclusion on the addition of
references to specific organizations or agreements at this stage.

88. The Committee noted the proposal from the Observer from IBFAN to address the questions of other
agreements under paragraph (a) and to include a reference to the International Covenant on Economic, Social
and Cultural Rights.

Para (i)

89. The Delegation of Brazil proposed to amend the text to reflect the difficulties of member countries to
comply with the regulations of importing countries from a general point of view, and to delete the current
description of the situation in developing countries as it reflected a negative judgement on the ability of
developing countries to develop and apply their own regulations. Although some delegations supported the
current text, the Committee agreed with this proposal, as presented in the comments of Brazil (CRD 8).

0. The Committee could not proceed with the consideration of the text section by section due to time
constraints. Some delegations expressed their concern that the consideration of the Code would again be
delayed, especially as little progress had been achieved so far.

STATUSOF THE PROPOSED DRAFT CODE OF ETHICSFOR INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN FOOD

91. The Committee agreed that the Proposed Draft Code should be returned to Step 3 and redrafted by the
Secretariat to incorporate the amendments made to the text, the written comments submitted for the session and
the discussions held at the current session, for circulation and consideration at the next session as an early high
priority item on the Agenda.
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GUIDELINES FOR COOPERATION WITH INTERNATIONAL INTERGOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATIONS (AGENDA ITEM 5)*

92. The Secretariat introduced the working paper that had been prepared subsequent to the decisions taken
by the Codex Alimentarius Commission at its 24" Session, on the cooperation between the Codex Alimentarius
Commission and other international intergovernmental organizations when elaborating Codex Standards and
Related Texts™. It noted that the Secretariat had proposed amendments to the Uniform Elaboration Procedures
contained in Procedural Manual, rather than separate guiddines for this purpose since the matter being
considered dealt with the procedures for the elaboration of texts.

93. The Committee noted that in the matter of the cooperation between the Commission and other
international bodies, no distinction was made in the Statutes between intergovernmental bodies and non-
governmental bodies. Furthermore, the Commission was not able to enter into formal agreements with other
international intergovernmental organizations as rdations between the Commission and other international
organizations were handled under the applicable regulations of FAO and WHO by the respective
Directors-General, as appropriate’®. The Committee also noted that nevertheless, the Commission had the
authority under its Statutes to allocate work to other international bodies for the development of standards and
related texts.

94, The delegation of Malaysia, referring to its written comments in CRD 6, expressed its disagreement with
several points raised in the working document and questioned whether the working paper was consistent with the
mandate given by the Commission. The Déeegation also raised the issue that allowing the development of food
standards by bodies other than Codex subsidiary bodies would result in an unnecessary burden for developing
countries wishing to participate in the work, both in terms of human and financial resources, especialy if it
meant participating in meetings of other bodies. In relation to the interpretation of Article 1(b) of the Statutes of
the Commission, the Delegation expressed the view that this might be construed to mean that the work
undertaken by other bodies might be taken into account as references in the development of Codex standards. It
should not be construed as allowing work to be undertaken by bodies other than Codex subsidiary bodies, not
even at Step 2 of the Procedure. The Déeegation drew attention to the conclusion of the Commission that it was
the main body responsible for elaborating international food standards. Many other del egations supported these
views and also drew attention to the importance of inclusiveness, openness and transparency in the process of
elaboration of a proposed draft text and to the fact that the first drafting of a standard was of importance in terms
of the source and manner of its preparation, its content and the orientation of further debates.

95, The delegation of India, supported by other deegations, highlighted the critical nature of the
disadvantages, as compared to the advantages' in delegating Codex work to other international bodies, in
particular because of the burden put on developing countries in relation to very limited available resources. This
would impede attendance of delegates from developing countries to meetings of international bodies other than
the Commission's subsidiary bodies as wel as increase the workload on technical agencies and Codex
authorities at national level and the coordination required between them.

96. Several delegations expressed the opinion that any proposed draft text prepared by external bodies
should enter the Elaboration Procedure at Step 3 and not at later Steps.

97. The Delegation of Chile stressed the need to distinguish two types of relationships with either those
organizations that may collaborate in the standard-setting process or those of a similar nature and with similar
objectives, with which cooperation and coordination should be sought. The Delegation pointed out that the
relationship with bodies such as the Internationa Office of Epizootics (OIE) should be singled out and addressed
separatdly because this was a matter of bilateral cooperation between two international standard-setting

12 CX/GP 02/6 ; CRD 6 (comments of Malaysia)

13 ALINORM 01/41, para. 31.

14 Rules of Procedure of the Codex Alimentarius Commission: Rule VI1.5.
1 See CX/GP 02/6, paras. 13 and 14.
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organizations recognized by the WTO under the SPS Agreement. This recommendation was supported by other
delegations.

98. Many delegations supported the importance for the Commission to explore potential benefits in
strengthening a wider cooperation between the Codex Alimentarius Commission and other international
intergovernmental bodies, in line with the Article 1.b) and 1.¢) of its Statutes and in conformity to the Objective
No. 3 of the Strategic Framework 2003-2007, adopted by he 24™ session of the Codex Alimentarius
Commission (July 2001) for Promoting linkages between Codex and other multilateral regulatory instruments
and conventions. They highlighted the benefits of using the expertise of these organizations. Some delegations
brought to the attention of the Committee that due to future challenges in the food safety area, there was a need
to envisage more efficient ways for the Commission to elaborate and revise standards to respond to the needs of
Member countries.

99. The Delegation of Spain referred to the previous standardization work carried out in joint
UNECE/Codex Groups of Experts and stressed the need to take into account standards prepared by other bodies
that were already widely used in trade and thereby reduce the amount of work for developing countries.

100.  All of the delegations that spoke stressed the necessity for inclusiveness, openness and transparency to
be an essential part of any cooperation with other bodies when considering the elaboration of standards or related
texts. The Observer from Consumers International noted that Codex had demonstrated good principles of
openness, transparency and inclusion of consumers and public interests and that other international organizations
should also work in this way.

101. The Representative of OIE informed the Committee of informal consultations to reinforce the synergy
and identify the overlaps between the respective mandates of the two organizations. He aso noted that the OIE
had entered into formal consultations with FAO and WHO to revise the existing out-of-date agreements with the
two organizations. Several delegations supported the move to a closer cooperation between the OIE and the
Codex Alimentarius Commission as it was considered to be the only way to apply a consistent and integrated
approach to the management of risks to human health in food products of animal origin.

102. TheObserver from OIV (Office International delaVigne & du Vin), an intergovernmental body dealing
with standards for wine and vine products, stated that the OIV had recently changed its statutes to allow for more
open membership and improved procedures for cooperation with other bodies such as the Codex Alimentarius
Commission. The Observer looked forward to cooperation with Codex on matters of mutual interest.

103. Some delegations noted the special arrangements that had been developed through the Committee on
Methods of Analysis and Sampling, for the adoption by reference of testing methods and other texts prepared by
IUPAC, ISO, AOAC and other organizations, and was of the opinion that these arrangements were generally
satisfactory in meeting the Commission’s need for specialized texts in this area of work. Reference was also
made to the current working relationships with the International Dairy Federation (IDF) on the development of
standards for milk and milk products.

104. Onthe basis of its overall above discussion, the Committee agreed that consideration of amendments to
the Uniform Procedures for the Elaboration of Codex Standards and Related Texts was premature at this stage. It
requested the Codex Secretariat to draft specific guiddines to define more precisely the modalities of
cooperation between the Codex Alimentarius Commission and other international intergovernmental and non-
governmental organizations when elaborating standards and related texts. These guidelines should in particular
emphasize the leading role of the Codex Alimentarius Commission in establishing international food standards
and the requirements of inclusiveness, openness and transparency. The guiddines should also specify that the
decision to undertake such new cooperative work should be taken by the Codex Alimentarius Commission itself
and recommendations should be made to consider whether texts prepared by external bodies should enter the
Procedure at Step 3 or through other modalities to be considered. The guidelines should give orientation to the
external bodies cooperating on the development of standards and related texts under the Codex procedures. It
was suggested that the draft guidelines should examine more in detail the cooperation between the Commission
and the IPPC and OIE as intergovernmental bodies mentioned in the WTO SPS Agreement, other
intergovernmental bodies such as the OIV, and non-governmental bodies such as the lUPAC and the IDF.
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MEMBERSHIP IN THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION OF REGIONAL ECONOMIC
INTEGRATION ORGANIZATIONS (AGENDA ITEM 6)*

105. Inintroducing this item, the Representative of the Legal Counsel of FAO recalled that this matter had
been discussed on several occasions, most recently at the Committee's 16" Session in April 2001 and the
Commission in June/duly 2001". The Representative of the Legal Counsel stated that the EC had been a
Member of FAO since 1991 as aresult of amendments to the FAO Constitution that allowed Regional Economic
Integration Organizations to become Members on the basis of the alternative exercise of membership rights with
their Members States in the areas of their respective competence. He further noted that up until now, the EC had
participated in the Codex Alimentarius Commission as an Observer since it had been understood that the
Membership of the EC in the Commission would require amendments to the Rules of Procedure and these had
not yet been effected.

106. The Representative of the Legal Counsel of FAO stated that the proposed draft amendments to the Rules
of Procedure reflected the FAO situation, but took into account the special technical nature of the Codex
Alimentarius Commission and the need to maintain the diversity of views available to the Codex Alimentarius
Commission on the various issues under discussion. Finaly, the Representative of the FAO Legal Counsd
noted that these proposals and the views of the Committee would be submitted to the FAO Committee on
Constitutional and Legal Matters, a Committee of the FAO Council that also advised the FAO Director-General
on such matters. Pursuant to its mandate, the Committee followed closedly all matters concerning EC
Membership in FAO and had asked to be kept informed of any proposed amendments to the Codex Rules of
Procedure regarding Membership of Regional Economic Integration Organizations.

107.  The Observer of the European Community, informed the Committee that the information note available
to the Committee had been prepared to reply to many of the questions raised at the last session, in particular as to
the nature of the EC and questions of competence between the EC and its Member States.

108.  Severa Delegations raised the question of voting rights, in particular the right of the Regional Economic
Integration Organization to exercise the voting right of a Member that may have submitted credentials or had
registered as a participant but that was not present at the time of thevote. Some del egations were of the opinion
that if the voting right of a registered, but absent, participant could be exercised this practice would dilute the
rights of other Members, especially those smaller countries with single person delegations. On the other hand,
the Ddegation of the United Kingdom was of the opinion that once competence had been transferred, the
presence of the member no longer having competence ceased to be relevant. The Ddegation of Australia
commented that as this right applied not only to voting but to determining whether consensus existed, it was of
fundamental importance to later decision-making.

109. The Representative of the Legal Counsel of FAQO stated that in FAO, provided any necessary formalities
had been complied with, it was not required that each of the Member States of the EC actually be present in the
meeting room for the EC to be able to vote on matters within its competence.

110. The Committee agreed to propose an amendment to the proposed new Rule I1.3 to indicate that a
Member must be present at the time of voting in order for its voting right to be exercised by the Regional
Economic Integration Organization of which it was a member, and requested the opinion of the FAO Committee
on Constitutional and Legal Matters on the appropriateness of this amendment. The full text of the amended
proposed Rule would read as follows:

11.3. A Member Organization may exercise on matters within its competence, in any meetings
of the Commission or any subsidiary body of the Commission in which it is entitled to participate
in accordance with paragraph 2, a number of votes equal to the number of its Member States
which are entitled to vote in such meetings [and present at the time the vote is taken]. Whenever
aMember Organization exercises its right to vote, its Member States shall not exercise theirs, and

conversely.

16 CX/GP 02/7; CX/GP 02/INF.1 (Information Note submitted by the European Community).
o ALINORM 01/33A, paras. 125-153 and ALINORM 01/41, para. 88, respectively.



ALINORM 03/33 page 15

111. The Observer of the EC stated that it could not agree with this amendment without further reflection on
its meaning.

112.  Severa delegations also requested information on how the question of quorum would be handled. The
Representative of the FAO Legal Counsel indicated that the matter of quorum was linked to voting rights and
that the Members constituting a quorum would be those Members that had voting rights on the issue at hand for
which it was necessary to determine a quorum.

113. The Secretariat also clarified that a Regional Economic Integration Organization could not be dligible
for election or designation nor could it hold any office, and that therefore such organizations could not be
designated as a“ host government” of a Codex Committee or appointed as a Regional Coordinator.

114.  On the question of participation in the Executive Committee, a point that was raised by several
Delegations, including Japan, the Committee was informed that the same principle of alternative exercise of
membership rights would apply when the Member of the Executive Committee el ected by the Commission was a
member state of a Regional Economic Integration Organization. In this case, the Regional Economic Integration
Organization would exercise the membership rights of the elected Member when matters before the Executive
Committee were those in which the Regional Economic Integration Organization had competence. When the
elected Member was not a Member of a Regional Economic I ntegration Organization, the question of alternative
exercise of membership rights did not arise.

115. The Codex Secretariat pointed out that although the seven Members el ected to the Executive Committee
were commonly referred to as "Regional Representatives”, they sat on that Committee as individual Members
and did not formally represent the Region from which they were elected.

116. In relation to the alternative exercise of membership rights in other Codex subsidiary bodies (Codex
Committees and Task Forces), the Representative of the Legal Counsd of FAO noted that the same general rules
allowing for participation on an alternative basis would apply; in practice since these bodies normally worked by
consensus the question of alternative exercise of voting rights would not normally arise.

117.  The Committee also discussed the question of the role to be played by Regional Economic Integration
Organizations in working and drafting groups established by subsidiary bodies. The Secretariat informed the
Committee that these groups were “informal” and that the question of alternative exercise of membership rights
should not arise.

118.  In response to questions concerning the Membership of the EC in the Codex Alimentarius Commission
asajoint body of FAO and WHO and the potential impact on WHO and other UN bodies of which the EC was
not a member, the Representative of the FAO Legal Counsel stated that the rules governing the entry of the EC
into FAO had been fully discussed with the Legal Counsd of the UN at the time, and that the question of
membership in joint bodies had been a specific issue in these discussions. It had been agreed at that time that
there were no legal implications for WHO or any other UN agency. The Observer of the EC stated that the
changes that had been proposed to accommodate the special nature of the EC participation in the Codex
Alimentarius Commission would have no implications for FAO or any other body.

119. In relation to the specific question of the potential membership of the European Community in the
Codex Alimentarius Commission, Members that spoke accepted this development provided that the issues
discussed above could be resolved successfully. The Delegation of Bolivia welcomed the possible membership
of the European Community in the Codex Alimentarius Commission but pointed out that such membership
should not affect the rights and obligations of other Members. The Delegation of India questioned the urgency
with which this matter was being pursued and raised the issue of benefits that might accrue to members of such
groups. The Delegation of the United States pointed out that there were several international bodies in which the
EC was a member but where the EC exercised only one vote. It expressed concern at the prospect of “block
voting”, especially as the membership of the EC was expected to enlarge in future years. The Representative of
the FAO Lega Counsd pointed out that in the bodies referred to by the Delegation of the United States, the EC
participated to the exclusion of its Member States.
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STATUSOF THE PROPOSED DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES OF PROCEDURE

120. The Committee agreed that it would be premature to submit the proposed draft amendments to the
Commission for adoption and agreed to consider the matter at its next session in the light of the advice to be
provided by the FAO Committee on Constitutional and Legal Matters. It also welcomed the offer of the
Observer of the EC to provide a model agenda showing the relative competencies of the EC and its Member
States at atypical Codex meeting, for example, the Committee on Food Hygiene.

121.  The Proposed Draft Amendments to the Rules of Procedure are presented in Appendix 11 to this report
for information.

OTHER BUSINESS FUTURE WORK AND DATE AND PLACE OF THE NEXT SESSION (AGENDA
ITEM 7)

JOINT FAO/WHO EVALUATION OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS

122.  As requested by the Committee, the Representative of FAO informed the Committee that FAO and
WHO had called for an in-depth independent evaluation of the work of the Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards
Programme, including the Codex Alimentarius Commission, in order to meet more effectively the needs of all
concerned regarding health, safety and trade in food. The request for an evaluation had been approved by the
FAO Programme Committee and the WHO Executive Board and its terms of reference had been defined by the
evaluation units of FAO and WHO. These terms of reference would be considered by the 87" Session of the
FAO Programme Committee. The evaluation, scheduled for completion in 2003, would be carried out by an
independent Evaluation Team and an Expert Pandl, and would include recommendations for consideration by the
Governing Bodies of FAO and WHO, the Executive Committee and the Codex Alimentarius Commission.

123. A Press Rdease and “Information Note and Informal Public Call for Comments’ had been recently
distributed and were made available to delegates at the current session, as well as the document prepared for the
FAO Programme Committee. It was also noted that a formal questionnaire would be sent shortly to member
countries.

124. The Deegation of Chile stressed the importance of coordination at the national level in member
countries of FAO, WHO and Codex to ensure effective participation in the process; in addition, the report of the
evaluation should be considered in the governing bodies of FAO and WHO and in the Codex Alimentarius
Commission in order to ensure that the decisions that might affect Codex work should be taken by member
countries as aresult of atransparent process.

125. The Delegation of the United States expressed the view that the evaluation should have been limited to
management issues and that its terms of reference appeared to go beyond the initial mandate discussed by the
Executive Committee.

126. The Representative of WHO recalled that the 49" Session of the Executive Committee had been
informed about the decision to undertake a comprehensive evaluation and had welcomed this initiative
(ALINORM 03/5, para. 42). It would be carried out in conformity with the terms of reference agreed upon by
FAO and WHO and would cover not only Codex but the entire FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme,
including the scientific advice provided by FAO/WHO expert bodies.

DATE AND PLACE OF THE NEXT SESSION

127. The Committee was informed that its 18" Session would be held in Paris from 7 to 11 April 2003, the
final dates to be confirmed by the host country and Codex Secretariats.
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12 boulevard Colonel Amirouche, Alger

Tel : 00213217117 12 - Fax: 00 21321 42 93 49
Email : houria chibane@caramail.com

ARGENTINA/ARGENTINE

Mme Gabrida CATALANI

Secretariade Agricultura

Direccion Nacional de Mercados Agroalimentarios
Paseo Colon 922 — Oficina 28

1063 Buenos Aires

Tel : 00 54 11 4349-2509 - Fax : 00 54 11 4349-2244

Email : gcatal @sagpya.minproduccion.gov.ar

Mr. Alfredo NADER

Asesor del Presidente de SENASA
Secretariade Agricultura

Servicio Nacional de Sanidad &
Calidad Agroalimentaria— SENASA
Paseo Colon 367

1063 Buenos Aires

Tel : 0054 1143430398 - Fax : 0054 11 4334 4738

Email : senasardint@full zero.com.ar

Mr. César Alberto FAES
Premier Secrétaire

Ambassade d’ Argentine en France
6 rue Cimarosa

75116 Paris (France)

Tel : 0033 (0)14505 2700 - Fax : 003301450546 33

Email : efraneco@noos.fr

AUSTRALIA/AUSTRALIE

Dr.Melanie O'FLYNN

General Manager,

Residues and Standards Branch

Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry
GPO Box 858

Canberra ACT 2601

Tel : 0061 26272 4549 - Fax : 00 61 2 6272 4023
Email : melanie.oflynn@affa.gov.au

Mr. Greg READ

Executive Manager, Exports

Australian Quarantine & Inspection Service

GPO Box 858

Canberra ACT 2601

Tel : 0061 2 6272 35%4 - Fax : 0061 2 6272 4112
Email : gregory.read@affa.gov.au

Dr.Marion HEALY

Chief Scientist

Australia New Zealand Food Authority

PO Box 7186

CanberraMC ACT 2610

Ted : 006126271 2215 - Fax ;: 00 61 2 6271 2278
Email : marion.healy@anzfa.gov.au

Mr. Gavin GOH

Legal Advisor

Department of Foreign Affairsand Trade

RG Casey Building

Barton ACT 0221

Tel : 0061 2 6261 3759 - Fax : 00 61 2 6273 1527
Email : gavin.goh@dfat.gov.au

Dr Simon HEARN

Executive Manager

Market Access and Biosecurity

Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry - Australia
GPO Box 858

Canberra ACT 2601

Tel : 00 61 2 6272 4636 - Fax : 00 61 2 6272 4107
Email : simon.hearn@affa.gov.au
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Mme Mary McCARTER

Counsdlor

Australian Permanent Mission to the WTO
Department Foreign Affairsand Trade
Chemin desPins 2

CH-1211 Genéve (Suisse)

Ted : 0041 22 799 9120

Email : mary.mccarter @dfat.gov.au

Mr. Brett HUGHES

Alternate Permanent Representative to FAO
Australian Embassy

ViaAlessandra 215

00198 Rome (Italie)

Tel : 00 39 06 8527 2376 - Fax : 00 39 06 8527 2230
Email : brett.hughes@dfat.gov.au

AUSTRIA/AUTRICHE

Dr. Ernst BOBEK

Director General

Federal Ministry of Social Security and Generations
Radetzkystr. 2

A-1031 Vienna

BANGLADESH

Mr. Noor-E-Helal Saifur RAHMAN

First Secretary

Embassy of Bangladesh

39 rue Erlanger

75116 Paris (France)

Tel : 0033 (0)1 46519033 - Fax : 00 33 (0)1 46 51 90 35
Email : bdostpar @clubinternet.fr

BELGIUM/BEL GIQUE/BEL GICA

Mr. CharlesCREMER

Directeur - Ministére dela Santé

Inspection Générale des denrées dimentaires
Cité Administrative de I’ Etat

Quartier Esplanade 11

B-1010 Bruxelles

Tel : 003222106388 - Fax : 0032 2 210 4816
Email : charles.cremer @hedth.fgov.be

Mme Martine VANDENDRIESSCHE
Ingénieur Agronome

Ministere del’ Agriculture

Avenue Simon Bolivar 30

B-1000 Bruxelles

Tel : 00 32 2 208 4985 - Fax : 00 32 2 208 5006
Email : martine.vandendriessche@cmlag.fgov.be

Mr. Guido KAYAERT

Manager des Affaires Réglementaires Européennes
Nestlé Coordination Center

Birmingham Straat 221

B-1070 Bruxelles

Tel : 00322529 5330 - Fax : 00 32 2 529 5667
Email : guido.kayaert@be.nestle.com

BOLIVIA/BOLIVIE

Mr. Julio G. ALVARADO

Ministro de Primera

Mision Permanente de Bolivia en Ginebra

139 rue de Lausanne

CH-1202 Geneve (Suisse)

Te : 004122908 07 17 - Fax : 00 41 22 908 07 22
Email : julgasalvagu@hotmail.com

BRAZIL/BRESIL/BRASIL

Mr. Antonio DA COSTA eSILVA
Conseiller

Chef du Secteur Economique Multilatéra
Ambassade du Brésil a Paris

34 Cours Albert ler

75008 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 45 61 63 06

Email : adacosta@bresil.org

Mr. Joao Paulo ORTEGA TERRA

Diplomat / Secretary

Ministére des Rel ations Extérieures

Sala531 —BrasiliaDF

Te : 005561 411 63 69 - Fax : 00 55 61 226 3255
Email : jterra@mre.gov.br

Mme Maria Aparecida MARTINELLI

Ministry of Development, Industry and Trade
Nationa Ingtitute for Metroly, Standardization and
Industrial Quality - INMETRO

Coordinator of Brazilian Codex Committee

SEPN 511, Bloco B 4° Andar

70 750 527 Brasilia— DF

Tel : 0055 61 340 2211 - Fax : 00 55 61 347 3284
Email : mamartinelli@montreal.com.br

MmeMaria TerersaRODRIGUES REZENDE
Ministry of Development, Industry and Trade
Nationa Ingtitute for Metroly, Standardization and
Industrial Quality - INMETRO

Coordinator of Brazilian Codex Committee

SEPN 511, Bloco B 4° Andar

70 750 527 Brasilia— DF

Td : 005561 340 2211 - Fax : 00 55 61 347 3284
Email : seart@montreal.com.br

Mr. Oscar A.ROSA

Ministry of Agriculture and Food Supply
Esplanada dos Ministérios— Anexo A Sda 414

70 043 900 Brasilia-DF

Tel : 00 55 61 218 2356 - Fax : 00 55 61 224 3995
Email : oscarosa@agricultura.gov.br

Mr. Cleber FERREIRA DOS SANTOS

Food Manager

Brazilian Sanitary Control Agency

Ministry of Health

SEPN 515 Bloco B - Ed. Omega 3° Andar

70 770 520 BrasiliaDF

Tel : 0055 61 448 1083 - Fax : 00 55 61 448 1080
Email : cleber.ferreira@anvisa.gov.br
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CANADA

Mr. Ron BURKE

Director, Bureau of Food Regulatory

International and Interagency Affairs

Food Directorate, Health Products and Food Branch
Health Canada

Building #7, Room 2395 (0702C1)

Ottawa, Ontario, K1A 0OL2

Te : 001 613-957 1748 - Fax : 00 1 613-941 3537
Email : ronald burke@hc-sc.gc.ca

Mr. Allan McCARVILLE

Senior Advisor, Codex

Bureau of Food Regulatory, International

and Interagency Affairs

Food Directorate, Health Products and Food Branch
Health Canada

Building #7, Room 2394 (0702C1)

Tunney's Pasture - Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0OL2

Tel : 001 613-957 0189 - Fax : 00 1 613-941 3537
Email : allan_mccarville@hc-sc.gc.ca

Mme DebraBRYANTON

Director

Food of Plant Origin Division
Canadian Food Inspection Agency
59 Camelot Drive

Nepean, Ontario, K1A 0Y9

Te : 00 1 613 225 2342 Ext. 4147
Fax : 00 1 613 228 6632

Email : dbryanton@inspection.gc.ca

Dr. Anne MacKENZIE

Associate Vice President

Science Evaluation

Canadian Food Inspection Agency

59 Camelot Drive

Nepean, Ontario, K1A 0Y9

Td : 001613 225 2342 Ext. 4188
Fax : 00 1 613 228 6638

Email : amackenzie@inspection.gc.ca

Mr. Billy HEWETT

Director, Policy, International Affairs
Canadian Food Inspection Agency
59 Camelot Drive

Nepean, Ontario, K1A 0Y9

Tel : 001 613 225 2342 Ext. 4193
Fax : 00 1613 228 6634

Email : hewettb@inspection.gc.ca

Dr.Tom FELTMATE

Manager

Food Safety Risk Analysis
Canadian Food Inspection Agency
ADRI-CPQP

3851 Fallowfie d Road, PO 11300
Nepean, Ontario K2H 8P9

Tel : 00 1 613 228 6698 Ext. 5982
Fax : 00 1 613 228 6675

Email : tfeltmate@inspection.gc.ca

Mme Céline DUGUAY

Director

Multilateral Technicd Trade IssuesDivision
Market and Industry Services Branch
Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada
10" Floor, Sir John Carling Building
930 Carling Avenue

Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0C5

Tel : 001 613 759 7638

Fax : 00 1 613 759 7503

Email : duguayc@em.agr.ca

Mr Réean BOUCHARD

Assistant Director, Policy & Dairy Production
Dairy Farmers of Canada

75 Albert Street, Suite 1101

Ottawa, Ontario K1P 5E7

Tel : 00 1 613 236 9997

Fax : 00 1 613 236 0905

Email : rejean@dfc-plc.ca

Dr. William ROSS

Acting Director

Bureau of Biostatistics and Computer Applications
Food Directorate, Health Products and Food Branch
Health Canada

3 Floor,

Frederick G. Banting Building (2203B)

Ottawa, Ontario K1A OL2

Te : 001613 957 8726 - Fax : 001613 957 1574
Email : william ross@hc-sc.gc.ca

CHILE/CHILI

Mr. Humberto MOLINA

UN Agencies Multilateral Policy Divison
Ministry for Foreign Affairs

Catedral 1183

Santiago

Tel : 0056 2 67 94 200

Email : dimultiS@minrel.cl

Mr. GonzaloRIOS

Encargado Negociaciones Internacionales
Servicio Agricolay Ganadero. SAG
Ministerio de Agricultura

Avenida Bulnes 140 — 6° piso

Santiago

Tel : 00 56 2 6883811 - Fax : 00 56 2 6717419
Email : gonzalo.rios@sag.gob.cl

CHINA/CHINE

Mr. Jinjing ZHANG

Deputy-Director

Divison of Food and Cosmetic Administration
Department of Health Legidation and Inspection
Ministry of Health

No 1 Xizhimenwai Nanlu

Beijing 100044

Tel : 00 86 10 6879 2404 - Fax : 00 86 10 6879 2408
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Mr. Danyang SONG

Director

Ministry of Agriculture

Tel : 00 86 10 6419 3156 - Fax : 00 86 10 6419 3315
Email : jindongsong@agri.gov.cn

Mr. Jinbiao WANG
Director

Ministry of Agriculture
Tel : 00 86 10 6419 2425

Dr. Yibing HE

Deputy Director

Pesticide Residue Division

Ingitute for the control of Agrichemicals

Ministry of Agriculture

Building 22 Maizidian

Chaoyang Didtrict, Beijing

Tel : 00 86 10 65936997 - Fax : 00 86 10 64194078
Email : heyibing@agri.gov.cn

Mr. Lu CHENGYIN

Tea Research Ingtitute Agriculturd academy of China
Hang Zhon City

Yun Qi Road

Tel : 00 86 0571 86590124 / 86592004

Fax : 00 86 571 86592004

Email : ntichina@hz.zi.cn

Dr. Deliang TANG

Animal & Plant Quarantine Ingtitute

State Administration for Entry-Exit Ingpection and
Quarantine

241 Huixinli, Chaoyang Digtrict

Beijing 100029

Tel : 00 86 10 64927411 - Fax : 00 86 10 64934645
Email : tangdl@agsig.gov.cn

Dr. Xiaogang CHU

Director of Food Inspection & Research Centre
China lmport & Export Commodity

Inspection Technology Institute

Gaobeidian North Road, Chaoyang District
Beijing 100025

Tel : 00 86 10 85771629- Fax : 00 86 10 85752995
Email : xgangchu@163.com

M me Shi Xiao WEI
Deputy Director General
Department of Registration Management

State Administration for Certification and Accreditation

10A Chaowai Dagjie

Beijing 100020

Tel : 00 86 10 65994624 - Fax : 00 86 10 65994570
Email : shixw@cnca.gov.cn

COLOMBIA/COLOMBIE

Dr.Miguel DAVILA,M.D

First Secretary - Colombian Embassy

22 rue del’Elysée

75008 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 42 65 46 08

Email : comercial @amb-colombie-fr.com

MmeC. VILLAMIZAR
Technical Assistant

Food Enginrering
Colombian Embassy

22 rue del’Elysée

75008 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 42 65 46 08

COSTA RICA

Mr. Roy SANTANA OTT

Ministerio de Comercio Exteria

Mision Permanente de Costa Rica antela OMC
Te : 0041 22 7150092 - Fax : 00 41 22 715 0099
Email : roy.santana@ties.itu.ch

CZECH REPUBLIC/REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE
REPUBLICA CHECA

Mr. Jiri SIR

Ministry of Agriculture

Food Production Department

Tesnov 17 - 11705 Prague 1

Tel : 00420 2 2181 2042 - Fax : 00 420 2 2231 4117

Email : sr@mze.cz

DENMARK/DANEMARK/DINAMARCA

Mr. Knud OSTERGAARD

Adviser, International Affairs

Danish Veterinary and Food Administration
Morkhoj Bygade 19

DK-2860 Soborg

Tel : 0045 33956120 - Fax : 00 45 339 56299

Email : koe@fdir.dk

Mme Jytte KJAERGAARD

Consultant

Danish Veterinary and Food Administration
Morkhoj Bygade 19

DK-2860 Soborg

Tel : 0045 339 56233 - Fax : 00 45 339 56299

Email : jk@fdir.dk

MrsAnnette TOFT

Head of Department - Danish Agricultural Council
Axeborg - Axetorv3

DK-1609 Copenhagen V

Tel : 00 45 3339 4260 - Fax : 00 45 3339 4141

Email : at@landbrug.dk

MrsAnne ARHNUNG

Consultant (LLM) - Danish Agricultural Council
Axeborg - Axetorv3

DK-1609 Copenhagen V

Tel : 00 45 3339 4264 - Fax: 00 45 3339 4141

Email : ana@landbrug.dk

Mr. Mogens NAGEL

Director - Danish Plant Directorate
Skovbrynet 20

DK-2800 KGS.LYNGBY

Tel : 00 45 452 63600 - Fax : 00 45 452 63610

Email : mnl@pdir.dk
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DOMINICAN REPUBL IC/REPUBL I QUE
DOMINICAINE/REPUBL ICA DOMINICANA

Mr. Gaspar A. POLANCO VIREELA

Director General

Direccion General de Normasy Sistemas de Calidad —
DIGENOR-

Secretaria de Estado de Industriay Comercio
Avenida Mexico - Esquina Leopoldo Navarro
Edificio Juan Pablo Duarte, edif. 11, Santo Domingo
Tel : 00 1 809 685 1180 /686 2205

Fax : 00 1 809 688 3843
EGYPT/EGYPTE/EGIPTO

Eng. Sham M ohamed ShamsEl Din

Head of Quality Control & Labs. Sector

The Egyptian Starch, Yeast & Detergents Co.
21 Ahmed Abo Soliman S. El Siouf
Alexandria

Tel : 00 20 3501 3003 - Fax : 00 20 3 501 5500

Email : egyfit@com.eg

Dr. Kamal El Din Hamza El Gemeie

Director of Food Safety Control Department
Ministry of Health and Population

3 Magles El Shaab St. - Cairo

Tel: 002027921077 - Fax :00202 792 10 77

FINLAND/FINLANDE/FINLANDIA

Mme Pirkko RAUNEM AA

Director - National Food Agency

PO Box 28

FIN-00581 Helsinki

Te : 00 358 9 3931513 - Fax : 00 358 9 3931592
Email : pirkko.raunemaa@nfa.fi

Mme Anne HAIKONEN

Senior Adviser

Ministry of Trade and I ndustry

PO Box 32

FIN-00023 Government

Tel : 00 358 9 1606 3654 - Fax : 00 358 9 1606 2670
Email : anne.hai konen@ktm.fi

FRANCE/FRANCIA

Mme Roseline LECOURT

Ministére del’ Economie, des Finances et del’ Industrie
D.G.C.CRF.

59 boulevard Vincent Auriol

75703 Paris Cedex 13

Tel : 0033 (0)1 44973470 - Fax : 00 33 (0)1 44 97 30 37
Email : rosdine.lecourt@dgccrf.finances.gouv.fr

Mr. Olivier DEGENMANN

Direction des Relations Economiques Extérieures
Ministére del’ Economie, des Finances et del’ Industrie
139 ruede Bercy

75572 Paris Cedex 12

Tel : 0033 (0)153188264- Fax : 0033 (0)1 53 18 96 08
Email : olivier.degenmann@dree.org

Mr. GildasLE BOZEC

Ministere del'Agriculture et delaPéche- D.G.A.L.

251 rue de Vaugirard

75732 Paris Cedex 15

Tel : 0033 (0)1 49555872 - Fax : 00 33 (0)1 49 55 59 48
Email : gildas.|e-bozec@agriculture.gouv.fr

Mr. Pierre MEREL

Ministere del'Agriculture et delaPéche- D.G.A.L.

251 rue de Vaugirard - 75732 Paris Cedex 15

Tel : 0033 (0)1 49554955 - Fax : 00 33 (0)1 49 55 59 48
Email : pierre merel @agriculture.gouv.fr

Mr. Olivier PRUNAUX

Ministere del'Agriculture et delaPéche- D.G.A.L.

251 rue de Vaugirard

75732 Paris Cedex 15

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 495583 95- Fax : 00 33 (0)1 49 55 59 48
Email : olivier.prunaux@agriculture.gouv.fr

Dr. Colette ROURE

Meédecin Inspecteur Général de santé publique
Ministere del’Emploi et dela Solidarité
Sous-Direction de la gestion des risgues des milieux
8 avenue de Ségur

75350 Paris 07 SP

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 40 56 46 36

Email : colette.roure@sante.gouv.fr

Mr. Bernard CHEVASSUS-AU-LOUIS

Président - Muséum Nationa d’Histoire Naturelle

57 rue Cuvier

75005 Paris

Tel : 0033 (0)1407937 77- Fax : 0033 (0)1 4079 3855

Email : presid@mnhn.fr

Mr. Jean-CharlesLEBLANC

INRA/DSNHSA - INA-PG

16 rue Claude Bernard - 75005 Paris

Tel : 0033 (0)144087279- Fax: 0033(0)144087276
Email : jleblanc@inapg.inra.fr

Mme Catherine VINCENT-RACE

Ministere del'Agriculture et delaPéche- D.G.A.L.

251 rue de Vaugirard

75732 Paris Cedex 15

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 4955 49 55 - Fax : 00 33 (0)1 49 5559 48
Email : catherine.vincent-race@agriculture.gouv.fr

Mr. Francois FALCONNET

ADEPALE/CITPPM

44 rued Alésia

75681 Paris Cedex 14

Tel : 0033 (0)153914464- Fax:0033(0)153914470
Email : ffalconnet@citppm.org

Mr. GeorgesMONSALLIER

Président Honoraire du SIMV

11 rue des Messageries

75010 Paris

Tel 1 0033(0)153344343- Fax:0033(0)153344344
Email : georges.monsallier @wanadoo.fr
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M me Nadine NORMAND

Responsable Dével oppement « Agro-alimentaire »
AFNOR

11 avenue Francis de Pressensé

93571 Saint-Denis La Plaine Cedex

Tel : 0033 (0)141628510- Fax : 0033 (0)1 49 179000
Email : nadine.normand@afnor.fr

Mme NicoleBALMAIN

Union Féminine Civique et Sociale (UFCS)

6 rue Béranger - 75003 Paris

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 44 54 50 54 - Fax : 00 33 (0)1 44 54 50 66
Email : ufcs.conso@wanadoo.fr

Mme Natacha DARCEL

Union Féminine Civique et Sociale (UFCS)

6 rue Béranger - 75003 Paris

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 44 54 50 54 - Fax : 00 33 (0)1 44 54 50 66
Email : ufcs.conso@wanadoo.fr

GERMANY/ALLEMAGNE/ALEMANIA

Mr. Gerhard BIALONSK

Ministerialrat

Bundesministerium fur Verbraucherschutz, Ernghrung und
Landwirtschaft

Rochusstrasse 1

D-53123 Bonn Duisdorf

Tel : 00 49 228 529 4651 - Fax : 00 49 228 529 4947
Email : gerhard.bialonski @bmvel .bund.de

Mr. Jorg-Helge KROKE

Oberregierungsrat

Bundesministerium fir Wirtschaft und Technologie
Villemombler Strasse 76

D-53123 Bonn Duisdorf

Tel : 0049 228 615 4221 - Fax : 00 49 228 615 2765
Email : buero-ive5@bmwi.bund.de

Prof. Dr. Rolf GROSSKLAUS

Direktor und Professor

Bundesinstitut fir Gesundheitlichen
Verbraucherschutz und Veterindrmedizin

Postfach 33 00 13

D-14191 Berlin

Tel : 00 49 188 8412 3230 - Fax : 00 49 188 84123715
Email : r.grossklaus@bgvv.de

MmeDr. Alice STELZ

Hessi sches Sozial ministerium

Dostojewskistr. 4

D-65187 Wieshaden

Tel : 0049 611 8173728 - Fax : 00 49 611 8908450
Email : a.becht@hsm.hessen.de

Mme AngdikaMROHS

Geschéftsfihrerin

Bund fir Lebensmittelrecht und
Lebensmittedkunde e.V.

Godesberger Allee 142 — 148

D-53175 Bonn Duisdorf

Tel : 0049 228 819 930 - Fax ; 00 49 228 375 069
Email : amrohs@bll-online.de

Dr.BarbaraROSTEL

International e Beziehungen

Bundesinstitut fir Gesundheitlichen
Verbraucherschutz und Veterindrmedizin
Thielallee 88 — 92

D-14195 Berlin

Tel : 00 49 188 8412 3255 - Fax : 00 49 188 8412 3374
Email : b.roestel @bgvv.de

HUNGARY/HONGRIE/HUNGRIA

Dr.EndreRACZ

Head of Department

Ministry of Agriculture and Regional Development
P.O. Box 1

H-1860 Budapest

Tel : 00 361 301 43 83 - Fax: 00 361 301 48 08
Email : endreracz@fvm.hu

Dr.Maria VARADI

Head of Food Safety Department

Central Food Research Institute

Herman Otto ut 15

H-1022 Budapest

Te : 00361 3558982 - Fax : 00 361 212 98 53

Email : m.varadi@cfri.hu

INDIA/INDE

Mr. Deepak GUPTA

Joint Secretary

Ministry of Health and Family Welfare

Nirman Bhavan 146, A Wing

New Delhi 110001

Tel : 0091 11 301 8842 - Fax : 00 91 11 301 8842

Email : jsd@nb.nic.in

Mr. SK. SHRIVASTAV
Director (DD)

Ministry of Agriculture
Department of Anima

Husbandry & Dairying

Krishi Bhavan

New Delhi 110001

Tel : 00 91 11 3389212

Fax : 00 91 11 3389212 / 3070746

Email : skri@yahoo.com
Sks@aphind.delhi.nic.in

Mr. S. DAVE

Director

Agricultural & Processed Food Products

Export Devel opment Authority (APEDA)
Ministry of Commerce

NCUI Building

3 Siri Indtitutional Area

August Kranti Marg - New Delhi 110017

Tel : 0091 11 6513162 - Fax : 00 91 11 6519259
Email : director@apeda.com
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INDONESIA/INDONESIE

Mr. B. BAHANADEWA

Economic Counsdllor

Ambassade d’ Indonésie

47-49 rue Cortambert

75116 Paris (France)

Tel : 0033 (0)1 4503 06 70- Fax : 00 33 (0)1 45 04 50 32

IRELAND/IRLANDE/IRLANDA

Mr. Richard HOWELL

Agricultural Inspector

Department of Agriculture,

Food and Rural Development

7C Agriculture House - Kildare Street

Dublin 2

Tel : 00353 1607 2572 - Fax : 00 353 1 661 6263
Email : richard.howel| @agriculture.gov.ie

Mr. Martin C.O'SULLIVAN

Senior Superintending Veterinary Inspector
Department of Agriculture

Food and Rural Development

3W Agriculture House - Kildare Street

Dublin 2

Tel : 00353 1607 2213 - Fax : 00 353 1 678 9733
Email : martin.osullivan@agriculture.gov.ie

MsJoan REGAN

Assistant Principle Officer

Department of Health and Children

Food Unit, Department of Health and Children
Hawkins House — Hawkins Street

Dublin 2

Tel : 00 35316354247 - Fax : 00 353 1 635 4552
Email : joan-regan@health.irlgov.ie

ITALY/ITALIE/ITALIA

Dr.BrunellaLO TURCO

Segretario Generale Comitato Naziona e Codex
Ministero delle Politiche Agricole e Forestali
ViaXX Settembre 20

00187 Roma

Tel : 39 06 4665 6512 - Fax : 39 06 4880 273
Email : blturco@tiscalinet.it

Dr.CiroIMPAGNATIELLO

Ministero Politiche Agricole E Forestali

Via XX Settembre 20 - 00187 Roma

Td : 00 39 06 4665 6510 - Fax : 00 39 06 4880 273
Email : ciroimpa@tiscalinet.it

JAPAN/JAPON

Dr. Mitsuhiro USHIO

Director for International Food Safety Planning,
Palicy Planning Division, Department of Food Safety,
Pharmaceutical and Food Safety

Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare

1-2-2 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo

Tel : 0081 33595 2326 - Fax : 00 81 3 3503 7965
Email : ushio-mitsuhiro@mhlw.go.jp

Mr. Jun KODA

Director, Internationa Standardization Office, Standards
and Labelling Division - General Food Policy Bureau
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries

1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo

Tel : 0081 35512 1571 - Fax : 00 81 3 3501 0580
Email : zyun_kohda@nm.maff.go.jp

Dr. Hiroshi YOSHIKURA

Inspection and Safety Division,

Department of Food Safety, Pharmaceutical and Food
Safety Bureau

Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare

1-2-2 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo

Tel : 00 81 3 3595 2146 - Fax : 00 81 3 3595 2251
Email : codexj@mhlw.go.jp

Dr.YukikoYAMADA

Director for International Affairs (Food Research)
National Food Research Institute

2-1-12 Kannondai, Tsukuba

Tel : 00 81 298 38 8017 - Fax : 00 81 298 38 8005
Email : yamadayk@nfri.affrc.go.jp

Mr. Mitsuo NAKAMURA

Deputy Director, International Standardization Office,
Standards and Labelling Division

General Food Policy Bureau

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries

1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo

Tel : 00 81 35512 1571 - Fax : 00 81 3 3501 0580
Email : mitsuo _nakaruma@nm.maff.go.jp

Dr. Hiroshi UMEDA

Assistant Director - Office of Port Health Administration,
Palicy Planning Division, Department of Food Safety,
Pharmaceutical and Food Safety

Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare

1-2-2 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo

Tel : 0081 33595 2333 - Fax : 00 81 3 3591 8029

Email : umeda-hiroshi@mhlw.go.jp

Dr.Kazuaki MIYAGISHIMA

Technical Adviser

Associate Professor, Graduate School of Medicine - Kyoto
University

Y ashidakonoecho Sakyo-ku

606-8501 Kyoto

Tel : 0081 757534464 - Fax : 00 81 75 753 4466

Email : miyagishima@pbh.med.kyoto-u.ac.jp

KOREA (REPUBLIC OF)
COREE (REPUBL IQUE DE)
COREA (REPUBLICA DE)

Dr. In-Sang SONG

Director General - Office of Safety Evaluation
Korea Food & Drug Administration

5, Nokbun-Dong, Eunpyung-Gu

Seoul, 122-704

Tel : 00822380 1871 - Fax : 00 82 2 386 0843
Email : songis@kfda.go.kr
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MIle Mi-Young CHO

Senior Researcher

Food Sanitation Council

Ministry of Health and Welfare

#5 Nokbun-dong, Eunpyung-Gu, Seoul, 122-704
Tel : 00 82 2 380 1558 - Fax : 00 82 2 383 8321
Email : codexkorea@kfda.go.kr

Mr. Soo-Saeng YOO

Deputy Director

Pharmaceutical and Food Policy Division
Ministry of Health and Welfare

#1 Jungangdong, Kwacheaon-City
Kyunggi-Do, 427-721

Tel : 00 82 2 503 7557 - Fax : 00 82 2 504 1456
Email : yss0102@hanmail.net

Mr. Yong-JaeKIM

Assistant Director

Food Distribution Division, Food Safety Bureau
Korea Food and Drug Administration

#5 Nokbun-Dong, Eunpyung-Gu

Seoul 122-704

Tel : 008223801733 - Fax : 00 82 2 388 6392
Email : |ifeupgrade@hanmail .net

MALAYSIA/IMALAISIE/IMALASIA

Mme Noraini Bt. Dato' Mohd. OTHMAN
Food Quality Control Division

Department of Public Health

Ministry of Health Malaysia

Block E, 4™ Floor

Jalan Dungun, Bukit Damansara

50490 Kuala Lumpur

Tel : 00 60 3 2540088 - Fax : 00 60 3 2537804

Email : aini@dph.gov.my

Mr. R. VENUGOPAL

Malaysian Pam Oil Board

Ministry of Primary Industries

Lot 6 Jalan Perbandaran - Kelana Jaya

Tel : 0060 3783 7192 - Fax : 00 60 3 783 3533
Email : venu@mpob.gov.my

Mme Nor Aini SUDIN

Malaysian Pam Oil Board

Ministry of Primary Industries

PO Box 10620

50720 Kuala Lumpur

Tel : 00603892594 32 - Fax : 00 60 389 25 94 46

Email : noraini@mpob.gov.my

Mme SHAMSINAR ABDUL TALIB
Principal Assistant Director

Ministry of Health Malaysia

Food Quality Control Division
Ministry of Health

4" Floor, Block E

Offices Complex, Jalan Dungun
50490 Kuala Lumpur

Tel : 00 603 254 0088 ext 321

Fax : 00 603 253 7804

Email : sat@dph.gov.my

MAURITANIA/MAURITANIE

Mr. Mohamedine Fall Ould Abdi
Directeur dela Promotion desProduits de péche
Fax : 00 222 52523 146

MEXICO/MEXIQUE

Mr. Jorge Antonio LOPEZ ZARATE
Subdirector de Asuntos Internacionales
Secretaria de Economia

Av. Puente de Tecamachalco N° 6 2° piso
Col. Lomas de Tecamachalco

C.P. 53950

Naucal pan, Estado de Mexico

Td : 00 52 555729 9300 ext 4144

Fax : 00 52 55 5729 9484

Email : jorgez@economia.gob.mx

Mme Elvira ESPINOSA GUTIERREZ

Directora de Normalizacion Sanitaria
Secretaria de Salud

Donceles 39 Piso 1 - Centro C.P. 06010

Mexico D.F.

T : 0052 55518 36 96 - Fax : 00 52 55 512 96 28
Email : eespinosa@mail.ssa.gob.mx

Mme Lina ORNELASNUNEZ

Miembro del subcomité 24 sobre alimentos obtenidos por
medios biotecnologicos, del Comité Mexicano parala
atencion del Codex Alimentarius

Jerez 19-3 Insurgentes Mixcoac, C.P. 3920

Mexico D.F.

Tel : 00 52 5128 0226 - Fax : 00 52 5128 0234

Email : ornelas@lawyer.com

MOROCCO/MAROC/MARRUECOS

Mr. MAJDI Mohamed

Chef dela Division de la Répression desFraudes
Direction dela protection desvégétaux, des contrbles
techniques et delarépression des fraudes

Ministere del’ Agriculture

BP 4495 Rabat

Tel : 00 212 37 298150 - Fax : 00 212 37 298150
Email : mmajdi @iam.net.ma

Mr. LACHHAB Hamid

Chef du Service de la Réglementation Sanitaire
Ministere del’ Agriculture

Direction del’Elevage et des Services Véérinares
Quartier administratif - Rabat

Tel : 0021237768417 - Fax : 00 212 37 76 44 04
Email : lachhab@de.madrpm.gov.ma

Mme DRIOUICH Zakia

Chef dela Division du Contréle des Produits, de la
Normalisation et de la Promotion Commerciale
Ministére des Péches Maritimes

Quartier Adminigratif

BP 476 - Haut Agdal, Rabat

Td : 00 212 37 688272 - Fax : 00 212 37 688294
Email : driouich@mp3m.gov.ma
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Mr. JOUNDY Majid

Union Nationale des Industries de Conserve de poisson
(UNICOP)

Avenue de Longchamp rue n® 7 - Casablanca

Tel : 00212 22 36 51 06

Mr. Tarhy M ostapha

Laboratoire Officiel d’ Anayses et de Recherches
Chimiques

Département de I’ Agriculture

Email : |oarc@casanet.net.ma

Mr. BACHAOUCH Mohammed

Responsable des affaires réglementaires, scientifiques et
environnementales

Soci été COCA-COLA EXPORT CORPORATION

CT 1029 Sidi Maarouf

Bouskoura - Casablanca

Ted : 00212 22335251 - Fax : 00 212 22 335300
Email : mbachaouch@mena.ko.com

NETHERLANDS
PAYSBAS
PAISESBAJOS

Dr.LeoHAGEDOORN

Deputy Head, Foodstuffs Unit

Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management and Fisheries
P.O. Box 20401

2500 EK The Hague

Tel : 00317037857 88 - Fax : 0031 70 378 61 41

Email : |.f.hagedoorn@vva.agro.nl

Dr.Wim Van ECK

Acting Director Food and Consumer Protection
Ministry of Health, Welfare and Sport

P.O. Box 20350

2500 EJ The Hague

Tel : 0031 70340 69 66 - Fax : 00 31 70 340 55 54
Email : wh.v.eck@minvws.nl

Ir. O KNOTTNERUS

Main Board for Arable Products

PO Box 29739

2502 LS The Hague

Tel : 003170 370 8343 - Fax ;: 00 31 70 370 8444
Email : o.c.knottnerus@hpa.agro.nl

NEW ZEALAND
NOUVELLE ZELANDE
NUEVA ZELANDIA

Mr. Andrew Mc KENZIE

Group Director

MAF Food Assurance Authority

PO. Box2526 - Wellington

Tel. : 00 64 4 474 4250 - Fax. : 00 64 4 474 4240
Email : mckenziea@maf.govt.nz

Dr. Steve HATHAWAY

Director - Programme Devel opment

MAF Food Assurance Authority

PO. Box 646 - Gisborne

Tel. : 00 64 6 867 1144 - Fax : 00 64 6 868 5207
Email : hathaways@maf.govt.nz

Mr. Sundararaman RAJASEK AR

Manager WTO/SPS and Codex Coordinator and Contact
Point for New Zealand

MAF Policy

PO Box 2526 - Wellington

Tel : 0064 4 474 4216 - Fax : 0064 4 473 0118

Email : raj@maf.govt.nz

M me Dawn BENNET

Second Secretary

New Zealand Embassy

7 ter rue Léonard de Vinci

75016 Paris (France)

Tel 1 0033(0)145014343 - Fax : 00 33 (0)1 4501 43 44
Email : dawn.bennet@mfat.govt.nz

NORWAY/NORVEGE/NORUEGA

Mme Ragnhild KJELKEVIK

Head of Unit

Scientific, Legal and Internationa Affairs
Norwegian Food Control Authority

P.O. Box 8187 Dep.

N-0034 Odo

Tel : 004723217000/ 2321 66 62

Fax : 004723217001

Email : rak@st.no

Mr. Gunnar JORDFALD

Director General

Norwegian Food Control Authority
P.O. Box 8187 Dep.

N-0034 Odlo

Te : 004723217000/ 232166 54
Fax : 004723217001

Email : gjo@snt.no

Mr. Lennart JOHANSON

Senior Advisor

Ministry of Fisheries

PO Box 8118 Dep.

N-0032 Osdo

Tel : 0047 22242665 - Fax : 00 47 22 24 56 78
Email : lennart.johanson@fid.dep.no

Mr. John RACE
Senior Advisor
Ministry of Fisheries
Grimsrodgt 11,
N-1515 Moss

Tel : 0047 6927 3364

Email : jrace@frisurf.no

Mr. Bjorn Rothe KNUDTSEN

Director General

Directorate of Fisheries

Region Trondelag

Pirsenteret

N-7462 Trondhem

Tel : 0047 73545180 - Fax : 0047 73 54 51 99
Email :
Bjorn-rothe-knudtsen@th.fiskeridir.dep.telemax.no
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Mme Bodil BLAKER

Adviser

Norwegian Ministry of Health

P.O. Box 8011 Dep.

N-0030 Oslo

Tel : 0047 22248701 - Fax : 00 47 22 24 86 56
Email : bodil.blaker@hd.dep.no

Mme Stine WOHL SEM

Consumer Advisor

Norwegian Consumer Council

PO Box 4594 Nydalen

N-0032 Oslo

Td : 00 47 23 400 500

Email : stine.sem@forbrukerradet.no

Mr. Steinar HOIE
Business Adviser

P.O. Box 5472 Mgorstua
N-0305 Oslo

Te : 0047 2308 87 17
Email : steiner.hoie@nbt.no

Mme Lisbeth BRYNILDSEN

Adviser

Ministry of Agriculture

P.O. Box 8007 Dep.

N-0030 Oslo

Tel : 004722249413 - Fax : 0047 22 24 95 59
Email : lisbeth.brynildsen@Id.dep.no

PARAGUAY

Mr. Juan Ignacio LIVIERES

Conseller

Ambassade du Paraguay

3 rue Saint-Dominique

75007 Paris (France)

Tel : 00 33 (0)1 4222 8505- Fax : 00 33 (0)1 42 22 83 57
Email : embapar@cybercable.fr

Mme Florencia SAVINO
Ambassade du Paraguay
3 rue Saint-Dominique
75007 Paris (France)

POLAND/POLOGNE/POLONIA

Mr. Andrzeg CHODKOW K|

Director

Agricultural and Food Quality Inspection

30 Wspolna Street,

00-930 Warsaw

Tel : 0048 22 629 59 78 - Fax : 00 48 22 621 48 58
Email : sekretariatcis@cis.gov.pl

Mme Anna BIENIEK

Department of European Integration and International
Cooperation

Agricultural and Food Quality Inspection

30 Wspolna Street, 00-930 Warsaw

Tel : 0048 22 621 64 21 - Fax : 00 48 22 621 48 58
Email : normy@cis.gov.pl

PORTUGAL

Dr. CarlosANDRADE FONTES

Assessor Principal

GPPAA

Gabinete de Planeamento e Politica Agro-Alimentar
Ministério da Agricultura do Desenvolvimento Rura edas
Pescas

Av. Padre Antonio Vieiran® 1, 7°

1099-073 Lishoa

Tel : 00 351 21 381 9300 - Fax : 00 351 21 387 6635
Email : cfontes@gppaa.min-agricultura.pt

Dra. Isabel SARMENTO

FIPA

Federacao das Industrias Portuguesas Agro-Alimentares
Av. Antonio Joaguim de Almeidan®7, 1°D

1000-042 Lishoa

Tel : 00 351 21 7938679 - Fax : 00 351 21 793 8537

Email : info@fipa.pt
ROMANIA/ROUMANIE/RUMANIA

Mr. Tudorel BALTA

Direction for Standards, Marks and Licences
Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Forest

Blvd Carol 1.No 2-4, sector 3

70033 - Bucharest

Tel : 004013135788 - Fax : 0040 1 313 2278
Email : tudorel .balta@maa.ro

SINGAPORE/SINGAPOUR/SINGAPUR

Dr. CHEW Siang Thai

Deputy Director, Food and Veterinary Administration
Agri-food and Veterinary Authority of Singapore
(AVA)

51 Jalan Buroh — Singapore 619495

Tel : 00 65 6267 0826 - Fax : 00 65 6265 0784

Email : CHEW_Siang_Thai @ava.gov.sq

Dr. CHUA Tze Hoong

Head, Standards and Legidlation

Agri-food and Veterinary Authority

5 Maxwell Road MND Tower Block
#03-00

Singapore 069110

Tel : 00 65 325 7687 - Fax : 00 65 220 6068
Email : CHUA Tze Hoong@ava.gov.sq

SLOVAKIA/SLOVAQUIE/ESLOVAQUIA

Mr. Milan KOVAC

Director - Food Research Ingtitute

Ministry of Agriculture

Priemyselna4, P.O. Box 25

82475 Bratislava 26 Post Code 82475

Tel : 00 421 2 5557 4622 - Fax : 00 421 2 5557 1417
Email : milan.kovac@vup.sk
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SOUTH AFRICA/AFRIQUE DU SUD/
AFRICA DEL SUR

Dr. Theo van de VENTER

Director : Food Control

Department of Health

Private Bag X828

Pretoria 0001

Te : 0027 12 312 0185 - Fax : 00 27 12 326 4374
Email : ventert@heath.gov.za

MsV. CAROLISSEN-MACKAY

Deputy Director : Food Control

Department of Health

Private Bag X828

Pretoria 0001

Tel : 00 27 12312 0167 - Fax : 00 27 12 326 4374
Email : carolv@hedth.gov.za

SPAIN/ESPAGNE/ESPANA

Mr. Jose Ignacio ARRANZ RECIO
Subdirector General de Seguridad Alimentaria
Direccion General de Salud Publicay Consumo,
Ministerio de Sanidad y Consumo

Paseo del Prado, n° 18-20

28071 Madrid

Tel : 003491596 20 70

Fax : 00 34 91 596 44 87

Email : jarranz@msc.es

Dr. Felipe MITTELBRUNN GARCIA
Consgjero Técnico

Subdireccion General de Seguridad Alimentaria
Direccion .General de Salud Publicay Consumo
Ministerio de Sanidad y Consumo

Paseo del Prado, 18-20

28071 Madrid

Tel : 00 34 91 596 1346

Fax : 00 34 91 596 4487

Email : fmittel brunn@msc.es

DaElisaREVILLA GARCIA

Jefe del Areade Coordinacion Sectorial
Subdireccion General de Planificacion Alimentaria
Direccion General de Alimentacion

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pescay Alimentacion
Paseo Infantalsabel, 1

28071 — Madrid

Tel : 00 34 91 347 45 96

Fax : 003491 34757 28

Email : erevilla@mapya.es

SWAZILAND

M me Dudu DUBE
Senior Health Inspector
Ministry of Health

Box 5 Mbabane

Tel : 00 268 4042431
Fax : 00 268 4042092

SWEDEN/SUEDE/SUECIA

Dr. Stuart SLORACH

Deputy Director-General

Nationa Food Administration

Box 622

S-751 26 Uppsala

Tel : 0046 1817 55 94 - Fax : 00 46 18 10 58 48

Email : sd@dv.se

Mme Eva ROLFSDOTTER LONBERG
Codex Coordinator

National Food Administration

Box 622

S-751 26 Uppsala

Tel : 0046 18 17 55 47 - Fax : 0046 18 10 58 48
Email : livsmedel sverket@dv.se

Mme Kerstin JANSSON

Deputy Director

Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Fisheries
S-103 33 Stockholm

Tel : 00 46 8 4051168 - Fax : 00 46 8 206496
Email : kerstin.jansson@agriculture.ministry.se

Mme Asa | SACSON

Secretary

National Food Administration

Box 622

S-751 26 Uppsala

Tel : 004618175500 - Fax : 00 46 18 10 58 48
Email : livsmedel sverket@slv.se

SWITZERLAND/SUISSE/SUIZA

Mme Awilo OCHIENG PERNET

Responsable, Codex Alimentarius

Unité Principal e denrées alimentaires et objets usuels
Office Fédéral dela Santé Publique

CH-3003 Berne

Tel : 0041313220041

Fax: 0041313229574

Email : awilo.ochieng@bag.admin.ch

Dr.UrsKLEMM

Sous-Directeur

Office Fédéral dela Santé Publique
CH-3003 Berne

Te : 0041313229503
Fax:0041313229574

Email : urs.klemm@bag.admin.ch

Mme FranziskaZIMMERMANN

Mesures non tarifaires

Secrétariat d'Etat al'économie

Département fédéral del'économie
Effingerstrasse 1

CH-3003 Berne

Te : 0041 31 324 08 47

Fax : 0041 31 324 09 59

Email : franziska.zimmermann@seco.admin.ch
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Dr.MarkusHARDEGGER

Division principale Recherche et vulgarisation
Division Moyens de production

Office fédéral del'agriculture

CH-3003 Berne

Tel : 0041313249851 - Fax : 0041 31 322 26 34
Email : markus.hardegger @blw.admin.ch

Dr.Hervé NORDMANN

Directeur Science et Réglementation

Ajinomoto Switzerland AG

En Crochet 1 - CH-1143 Apples

Tel : 004121800 37 63 - Fax : 00 41 21 800 40 87
Email : herve.nordmann@asg.ajinomoto.com

Mmelrina DU BOIS

Head, Regulatory Affairs - Nestec Ltd

Avenue Nestlé 55

CH-1800 Vevey

Tel : 0041 21924 22 61 - Fax : 00 41 21 924 45 47
Email : irina.duboi s@nestle.com

THAILAND/THAILANDE/TAILANDIA

Mr. Surasak ASAVADORNDEJA
Deputy Secretary-General

Thai Industrial Standards Institute
Rama VI St. Ratchthewi - Bangkok 10400
Td : 00 662 202 3405

Fax : 00 662 202 3407

Email : surasak@tisi.go.th

Mlle Benjamas NGERNWATTHANA
Director - Division of Economic Information
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Sri Ayudhya Road - Bangkok 10400

Td : 00 662 643 5235

Fax : 00 662 643 5236

Mme Oratai SILAPANAPAPORN

Standards Officer 8 - Thai Industrial Standards Institute

Rama VI Street Ratchthewi - Bangkok 10400
Tel : 00 662 202 3444
Fax : 00 662 248 7987

Email : oratais@tisi.go.th

Mr. Pitak UDOMWICHAIWAT

Senior Trade Officer

Bureau of Multilateral Trade Negociations
Department of Business Economics

Ministry of Commerce

Thanon Ratchadamneon-klang - Bangkok 10200
Tel : 00 662 282 6607

Fax : 00 662 280 1579

Email : pitaku@mocnet.moc.go.th

Mlle Panee BOONY AGUAK UL

Food Standards Officer

Office of Agricultural Standards and Inspection
Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives
Ratchadamnoen-Nok Road

Bangkok 10200

Tel : 00 662 629 8970 - Fax : 00 662 629 8978
Email : panee@napsi.or.th

MIle Charuayporn TANTIPIPATPONG
Advisor/Director

Tha Food Processors' Association

170/22, 9" FI. Ocean Tower 1 Bldg

New Ratchadapisek Road. - Bangkok 10110
Tel : 00 662 261 2684

Fax : 00 662 261 2996

Email : thaifood@thaifood.org

MmeWarnwara INTARAPRASIT
Deputy Manager

Thai Food Processors Association

170/22, 9th Floor Ocean Tower 1Bldg
New Ratchadapisek Road - Bangkok 10110
Td : 00 662 261 2684-5

Fax : 00 662 261 2996-7

Email : thaifood@thaifood.org

UGANDA/OUGANDA/

Mr. Samuel G.L. BALAGADDE
Standards Officer

Uganda National Bureau of Standards
P.O. Box 6329 - Kampala

Tel : 00 256 41 222367 / 9

Fax : 00 256 41 286123

Email : unbs@afsat.com

UNITED KINGDOM/ROYAUME-UNI
REINO UNIDO

Mr. Grant MEEKINGS

Head of Food Labelling and Standards Division
Food Standards Agency — Room 128

Aviation House - 125 Kingsway

London, WC2B 6NH

Tel : 0044 20 7276 8180

Fax : 00 44 20 7276 8193

Email :

grant.meekings-official @foodstandards.gsi.gov.uk

Dr. Dorian KENNEDY

Head of Branch

Food Standards Agency - Room 124

Aviation House - 125 Kingway

London, WC2B 6NH

Te : 0044 20 7276 8177

Fax : 00 44 20 7276 8193

Email : dorian.kennedy@foodstandards.gsi.gov.uk

Dr Nigel HARRISON

Head of Branch

Food Standard Agency

Room 703 - Aviation House

125 Kingsway

London WC2B 6NH

Tel : 0044 207276 8703 - Fax : 00 44 20 7276 8717
Email : nigel.harrison@foodstandards.gsi.gov.uk
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UNITED STATESOF AMERICA
ETATSUNISD'AMERIQUE
ESTADOSUNIDOSDE AMERICA

Dr. F. Edward SCARBROUGH

U.S. Manager for Codex

Food Safety and Inspection Service

U.S. Department of Agriculture

1400 Independence Avenue, SW

Room 4861 - South Building

Washington, DC 20250-3700

Tel : 001202 720 2057 - Fax : 00 1 202 720 3157
Email : ed.scarbrough@fsis.usda.gov

Mr. L. Robert LAKE

Director - Office of Regulations and Policy

Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition
Food and Drug Administration (HFS-004)

Harvey W. Wiley Federal Building

5100 Paint Branch Parkway

College Park, MD 20740

Tel : 00 1 301 436 2379 - Fax : 00 1 301 436 2668
Email : rlake@cfsan.fda.gov

Dr. Catherine CARNEVALE

Director

Office of Constituent Operations

Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition
Food and Drug Administration (HFS-550)

Harvey W. Wiley Federal Building

5100 Paint Branch Parkway

College Park, MD 20740

Tel : 00 1 301 436 2380 - Fax : 00 1 301 436 2618
Email : catherine.carneval e@cfsan.fda.gov

MmeMarie GEIGER

International Economist

Office of European Union and Regiona Affairs, US
Department of Commerce, Room 3513, 14" &
Congtitution Ave. Washington, DC 20230

Tel : 00 1 202 482 6418 - Fax : 00 1 202 482 2897
Email : marie_geiger@ita.doc.gov

Mr. Steve HAWKINS

International Affairs Speciaist

US Department of Agriculture

Food Safety and Inspection Service

1400 Independence Avenue, SW

Room 1156 South Building

Washington, DC 20205

Tel : 001202 690 1022 - Fax : 00 1 202 720 3157
Email : stephen.hawkins@usda.gov

Dr. William JAMES

US Codex Office

US Department of Agriculture

Food Safety and Inspection Service

1400 Independence Avenue, SW

Room 4861 South Building

Washington, DC 20205

Tel : 001202 690 1661 - Fax : 00 1 202 720 3157
Email : william.james@usda gov

Mr. David P. LAMBERT

Alternate Permanent Representative

Counselor for Agricultura Affairs

US Mission to the U.N. Agenciesin Rome

US Department of Agriculture

Via Sardegna, 49 - 00187 Rome (Italie)

Tel : 00 39 06 4674 3507 - Fax : 00 39 06 4788 7047
Email : |Jambertd@fas.usda.gov

Mme Mary Frances LOWE

Environmental Protection Agency Headquarters
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Ariel Rios Building (7506C)

Washington, DC 20460

Tel : 00 1 703 305 5689 - Fax : 00 1 703 308 1850
Email : |owe. maryfrances@epa.gov

Mr. Bobby RICHEY

Foreign Agricultural Service

US Department of Agriculture

Room 5545 South Building

1400 Independence Avenue, SW

Washington, DC 20250

Tel : 001202 720 1301 - Fax : 00 1 202 690 0677
Email : richey@fas.usda.gov

Mme Danielle SCHOR

Public Affairs Specialist

Congressional & Public Affairs Office

Food Safety and Inspection Service

U.S. Department of Agriculture

1400 Independence Avenue, SW

Room 1175 - South Building

Washington, DC 20250-3700

Tel : 001202 7209113 - Fax : 00 1 202 720 5704
Email : danielle.schor @fsis.usda.gov

Dr.H. Michaed WEHR

Office of Constituent Operations

Food and Drug Administration (HFS 550)

200 C Street, SW (HFS-550)

Harvey W. Wiley Federal Building

5100 Paint Branch Parkway

College Park, MD 20740

Tel : 001301436 1725 - Fax : 00 1 301 436 2618
Email : mwehr@cfsan.fda.gov

Mr. Richard WHITE

Director, Sanitary and Phytosanitary Affairs

U.S. Trade Representative

600 17" Street, SW

Washington, DC 20508

Tel : 001202 395 9582 - Fax : 00 1 202 395 4579
Email : rwhite@ustr.gov

Mme Jane EARLEY

Conn, Soq, Cotton Coalition

1625 Prince Street — Suite 200

Alexandria, VA 22314

Te : 001 703 838 0602 - Fax : 00 1 703 739 9098
Email : jearley@promarinternational.com
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MmeMarsha ECHOLS

Washington Counsel

Nationa Association for the Specialty

Food Trade, Inc.

3286 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20007

Te : 001202 625 1451 - Fax : 00 1 202 625 9126
Email : me@maechols.com

Mr. Victor MILLER

1566 100™ Street

Oelwein, |A 50662

US Grains Council

Tel : 00 1 319 283 5249 - Fax : 00 1 319 283 5249
Email : vimar@trxinc.com

Mme Peggy ROCHETTE

Director International Policy

National Food Processors Association

1350 | Street, NW

Washington, DC 20191

Td : 001202 639 5921 - Fax : 00 1 202 639 5991
Email : prochet@nfpa-food.org

Mr. HansKLEMM

Director
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APPENDIX 11

PROPOSED DRAFT WORKING PRINCIPLESFOR RISK ANALYS SFOR APPLICATION
IN THE FRAMEWORK OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS'

(At Step 5 of the Procedure)

SCOPE

1) These principles for risk analysis are intended for application in the framework of the Codex
Alimentarius.

2) The objective of these Working Principles is to provide guidance to the Codex Alimentarius
Commission and the joint FAO/WHO expert bodies and consultations, so that food safety and health
aspects of Codex standards and related texts are based on risk analysis.

3) Within the framework of the Codex Alimentarius Commission and its procedures, the responsibility
for providing advice on risk management lies with the Commission and its subsidiary bodies (risk
managers), while the responsibility for risk assessment normally lies with the joint FAO/WHO expert
bodies and consultations (risk assessors).

RISK ANALYSIS - GENERAL ASPECTS

4) The risk analysis process used in Codex should be:
— applied consistently

— open, transparent and documented

— conducted in accordance with both the Statements of Principle Concerning the Role of Science and the
Extent to Which Other Factors are Taken into Account and the Satements of Principle Rdating to the

Role of Food Safety Risk Assessment

5) The risk analysis process should follow a structured approach comprising the three distinct but closdy

linked components of risk analysis (risk assessment, risk management and risk communication) as defined
by the Codex Alimentarius Commission®, each component being integral to the overall risk analysis
process.

6) The three components of risk analysis should be documented fully and systematically in a transparent
manner. While respecting legitimate concerns to preserve confidentiality?, documentation should be
accessibleto all interested parties”.

7) Effective communication and consultation with all interested parties should be ensured throughout the

risk analysis process.

These principleswill be incorporated into the Procedura Manual of the Codex Alimentarius Commission.
These principles should not prejudice the principles of risk anaysis for application by governments,
which will be addressed in separate Codex guidelines.

2 See Definitions of Risk Analysis Terms Related to Food Safety, page 43-44 12" Edition Codex
Alimentarius Commission Procedural Manual.

A definition should be added at alater stage into the glossary in annex

For the purpose of the present document, the term “interested parties’ refers to “risk assessors, risk
managers, consumers, industry, the academic community and, as appropriate, other relevant parties and
their representative organizations’ (see definition of “Risk Communication™)
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8) The three components of risk analysis should be applied within an overarching framework for
management of food related risks® to human health.

9) There should be a functional separation of risk assessment and risk management, in order to ensure the
scientific integrity of the risk assessment, to avoid confusion over the functions to be performed by risk
assessors and risk managers and to reduce any conflict of interest. However, it is recognized that risk
analysis is an iterative process, and interaction between risk managers and risk assessors is essential for
practical application.

10) When there is evidence that a risk to human health exists but scientific data are insufficient or
incomplete, the Codex Alimentarius Commission should not proceed to eaborate a standard but
should consider daborating ardated text, such as a code of practice, provided that such a text would
be supported by the available scientific evidence.®

11) Precaution is an inherent dement of risk analysis. Many sources of uncertainty exist in the process
of risk assessment and risk management of food related hazards to human health. The degree of
uncertainty and variability in the available scientific information should be explicitly considered in the
risk analysis process. Where there is sufficient scientific evidence to allow Codex to proceed to
elaborate a standard or reated text, the assumptions used for the risk assessment and the risk
management options selected should reflect the degree of uncertainty and the characteristics of the
hazard.

12) The needs and situations of developing countries should be specifically identified and takeninto
account by the responsible bodies in the different stages of therisk analysis process.

Risk Assessment Policy

13) Determination of risk assessment policy should be included as a specific component of risk
management.

14) Risk assessment policy should be established by risk managers in advance of risk assessment, in
consultation with risk assessors and all other interested parties, in order to ensure that the risk assessment
process is systematic, complete, unbiased and transparent.

15) The mandate given by risk managersto risk assessors should be as clear as possible.

16) Where necessary, risk managers should ask risk assessors to evaluate the potential changes in risk
resulting from different risk management options.

RISK ASSESSMENT’

17) The scope and purpose of the particular risk assessment being carried out should be clearly stated. The
output form and possible alternative outputs of the risk assessment should be defined

18) Expertsresponsible for risk assessment should be sdected in a trangparent manner on the basis of their
expertise and their independence with regard to the interests involved. The procedures used to sdect these
experts should be documented including a public declaration of any potential conflict of interest. This
declaration should also identify and detail their individual expertise and experience. Expert bodies and
consultations should ensure effective participation of experts from different parts of the world, including
experts from developing countries.

19) Risk assessment should be conducted in accordance with the Satements of Principle Relating to the
Role of Food Safety Risk Assessment and should incorporate the four steps of the risk assessment process,
i.e. hazard identification, hazard characterization, exposure assessment and risk characterization.

° As defined in the Codex Alimentarius Commission Procedural Manua (in Definition for the purpose of

the Codex Alimentarius Commission, 12" Edition, p. 44): “A function of probability of an adverse health
effect d the severity of that effect, consequential to a hazard(s) in food.”
6 Statement adopted by the 24" Session of the Commission (ALINORM 01/41, paras. 81-83)

Reference is made tothe Statements of Principle Relating to the Role of Food Safety Risk Assessment
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20) Risk assessment should be based on all available scientific data. It should use available quantitative
information to the greatest extent possible Risk assessment may also take into account qualitative
information.

21) Risk assessment should take into account relevant production, storage and handling practices used
throughout the food chain including traditional practices, methods of analysis, sampling and inspection and
the prevalence of specific adverse health effects.

22) Risk assessment should seek and incorporate data from different parts of the world, including that from
devedoping countries. These data should particularly include epidemiological surveillance data and
exposure data. Where rdlevant data are not available from developing countries, the Commission should
request that FAO/WHO initiate time-bound studies for this purpose. The conduct of the risk assessment
should not be inappropriately delayed pending receipt of these data; however, the risk assessment should be
reconsidered when such data are available.

23) Constraints, uncertainties and assumptions having an impact on the risk assessment should be explicitly
considered at each step in the risk assessment process and documented in atransparent manner. Expression
of uncertainty or variability in risk estimates may be qualitative or quantitative, but should be quantified to
the extent that is scientifically achievable.

24) Risk assessments should be based on realistic exposure scenarios, with consideration of different
situations being defined by risk assessment policy. They should include consideration of susceptible and
high-risk population groups. Acute, chronic (including long-term), cumulative and/or combined adverse
health effects should be taken into account in carrying out risk assessment, where relevant.

25) The report of the risk assessment should indicate any constraints, uncertainties, assumptions and their
impact on the risk assessment, and minority opinions. The responsibility for resolving the impact of
uncertainty on therisk management decision lies with therisk manager, not the risk assessors.

26) The conclusion of the risk assessment including a risk estimate if available, should be presented in a
readily understandable and useful form to risk managers and made available to other risk assessors and
interested parties so that they can review the assessment.

RISK MANAGEMENT

27) While recognizing the dual purposes of the Codex Alimentarius are protecting the health of consumers
and ensuring fair practices in the food trade, Codex decisions and recommendations on risk management
should have their primary objective the protection of the health of consumers. Unjustified differencesin the
level of consumer health protection to address similar risksin different situations should be avoided.

28) Risk management should follow a structured approach including risk evaluation, assessment of risk
management options, monitoring and review of the decision taken. The decisions should be based on risk
assessment, and taking into account, where appropriate, other legitimate factors redevant for the health
protection of consumers and for the promotion of fair practices in food trade, in accordance with the
Criteria for the Consideration of the Other Factors Referred to in the Second Statement of Principles®.

29) The Codex Alimentarius Commission and its subsidiary bodies, acting as risk managers, in the context
of these Working Principles should ensure that the conclusion of the risk assessment is presented before
making final proposals or decision on the available risk management options, in particular in the setting of
standards or maximum levels, bearing in mind of the guidance given in paragraph 10.

30) In achieving agreed outcomes, risk management should take into account relevant production, storage
and handling practices used throughout the food chain including traditional practices, methods of analysis,
sampling and inspection, feasibility of enforcement and compliance, and the prevalence of specific adverse
health effects.

8 These criteriahave been adopted by the 24™ Session of the Commission (see Procedural Manual 12"
Edition - Appendix, page 165)
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31) Therisk management process should be transparent, consistent and fully documented. Codex decisions
and recommendations on risk management should be documented, and where appropriate clearly identified
in individual Codex standards and reated texts so as to facilitate a wider understanding of the risk
management process by all interested parties.

32) Risk management options should be assessed in terms of the scope and purpose of risk analysis and the
level of consumer health protection they achieve. The option of not taking any action should also be
considered.

33) The outcome of the risk evaluation process should be combined with the assessment of available risk
management options in order to reach a decision on management of therisk.

34) In order to avoid unjudtified trade barriers, risk management should ensure transparency and
consistency in the decision-making process in all cases. Examination of the full range of risk management
options should, as far as possible, take into account an assessment of their potential advantages and
disadvantages. When making a choice among different risk management options, which are equally
effective in pratecting the health of the consumer, the Commission should seek and take into consideration
the potential impact of such measures on trade among its Member countries.

35) Risk management should take into account the economic consequences and the feasibility of risk
management options. Risk management should also recognize the need for alternative options in the
establishment of standards, guiddlines and other recommendations, consistent with the protection of
consumers’ health. In taking these elements into consideration, risk managers should give particular
attention to the circumstances of developing countries.

36) Risk management should be a continuing process that takes into account all newly generated datain the
evaluation and review of risk management decisions. Food standards and related texts should be reviewed
regularly and updated as necessary to reflect new scientific knowledge and other information relevant to
risk analysis.

RISK COMMUNICATION
37) Risk communication should :

i) promote awareness and understanding of the specific issues under consideration during the risk
analysis process;

ii) promote consistency and transparency in formulating risk management options/'recommendations;
iii) provide a sound basis for understanding the risk management decisions proposed;

iv) improve the overall effectiveness and efficiency of therisk analysis process;

V) strengthen the working relationships among participants;

vi) foster public understanding of the process, so as to enhance trust and confidence in the safety of the
food supply;

vii) promote the appropriate involvement of all interested parties®; and

viii) exchange information in relation to the concerns of interested parties’ about the risks associated
with food.

38) Risk analysis should include clear, interactive and documented communication, amongst risk assessors
(Joint FAO/WHO expert bodies and consultations) and risk managers (Codex Alimentarius Commission
and its subsidiary bodies), and reciprocal communication with member countries and all interested parties’
in all aspects of the process.

39) Risk communication should be more than the dissemination of information. Its major function should
be to ensure that all information and opinion essential for effective risk management is incorporated into the
decision making process. Ongoing reciprocal communication amongst al interested parties’ should be an
integral part of therisk analysis process.
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40) A requirement for risk communication should be to establish a process whereby information and
opinion essential to effective risk assessment and risk management is exchanged amongst all interested
parties”.

41) Risk communication involving interested parties® should include a transparent explanation of the risk
assessment policy and of the assessment of risk, including the uncertainty. The need for specific standards
or related texts and the procedures followed to determine them, including how the uncertainty was dealt
with, should also be clearly explained. It should indicate any constraints, uncertainties, assumptions and
their impact on therisk analysis process, and minority opinions.

42) The guidance on risk communication in this document is addressed to all those involved in carrying out
risk analysis within the framework of Codex Alimentarius. However, it is also of importance for this work
to be made as transparent and accessible as possible to those not directly engaged in the process and other
interested parties”.
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ANNEX 1
DEFINITIONS

Definitions included in the Procedural Manual

Hazard: A biological, chemical or physical agent in, or condition of, food with the potential to cause
an adverse health effect.

Risk: A function of the probability of an adverse health effect and the severity of that effect,
consequential to a hazard(s) in food.

Risk Analysis: A process consisting of three components : risk assessment, risk management and risk
communication.

Risk Assessment: A scientifically based process consisting of the following steps. (i) hazard
identification, (ii) hazard characterization, (iii) exposure assessment, and (iv) risk characterization.

Hazard Identification: The identification of biological, chemical, and physical agents capable of
causing adverse health effects and which may be present in a particular food or group of foods.

Hazard Characterization: The qualitative and/or quantitative evaluation of the nature of the adverse
health effects associated with biological, chemical and physical agents, which may be present in food.
For chemical agents, a dose-response assessment should be performed. For biological or physical
agents, a dose-response assessment should be performed if the data are obtainable.

Dose-Response Assessment: The determination of the relationship between the magnitude of exposure
(dose) to a chemical, biological or physical agent and the severity and/or frequency of associated
adverse health effects (response).

Exposure Assessment: The qualitative and/or quantitative evaluation of the likdly intake of biological,
chemical, and physical agents viafood as well as exposures from other sources if relevant.

Risk Characterization: The qualitative and/or quantitative estimation, including attendant
uncertainties, of the probability of occurrence and severity of known or potential adverse health effects
in a given population based on hazard identification, hazard characterization and exposure assessment.

Risk Management: The process, distinct from risk assessment of weighing policy alternatives, in
consultation with all interested parties, considering risk assessment and other factors relevant for the
health protection of consumers and for the promotion of fair trade practices, and, if needed, selecting
appropriate prevention and control options.

Risk Communication: The interactive exchange of information and opinions throughout the risk analysis

process concerning hazards and risks, risk-related factors and risk perceptions, among risk assessors, risk

managers, consumers, industry, the academic community and other interested parties, including the

explanation of risk assessment findings and the basis of risk management decisions.
Other Definitions

Risk Assessment palicy :Elaboration of documented guiddines for the choice of options and associated
judgements as wdll as for their application at appropriate decision points in the risk assessment such that the
scientific integrity of the process is maintained.

Risk Evaluation

— identification of afood safety problem

— establishment of arisk profile

— ranking of the hazard for risk assessment and risk management priority
— establishment of risk assessment policy for conduct of risk assessment
— commissioning of risk assessment

— consideration of risk assessment result
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Risk profile
The description of the food safety problem and its context

Risk egtimate

The quantitative estimation of risk resulting from risk characterization.
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ALINORM 03/33
APPENDIX 111

PROPOSED DRAFT AMENDMENTSTO THE RULES OF PROCEDURE

Member ship of Regional Economic | ntegration Organizations

Note: These Proposed Draft Amendments are presented for infor mation and should beread in
conjunction with paragraphs 105 to 121 of the present report.

Add anew Rulel.3 to the Rules of Procedure, and re-number current Rulel.3 as Rulel.4:

"Membership shall also comprise regional economic integration organizations members of either
FAO or WHO that notify the Director-General of FAO or WHO of their desire to be considered
Members of the Commission".

Add anew Ruleto the Rules of Procedure after Rule | to read as follows:
"Rulell - Member Organizations

1. A Membe Organization shall exercise membership rights on an alternative basis with its
Member States that are Members of the Commission in the areas of their respective competence.

2. A Member Organization shall have the right to participate in matters within its competence in
any meetings of the Commission or its subsidiary bodies in which any of its Member States is
entitled to participate .

3. A Member Organization may exercise on matters within its competence, in any meetings of
the Commission or any subsidiary body of the Commission in which it is entitled to participatein
accordance with paragraph 2, a number of votes equal to the number of its Member States which
are entitled to vote in such meetings [and present at the time the vote is taken]. Whenever a
Member Organization exercises its right to vote, its Member States shall not exercise theirs, and
conversely.

4. A Member Organization shall not be eligible for election or designation, nor to hold office in
the Commission or any subsidiary body. A Member Organization shall not participate in voting
for any elective placesin the Commission and its subsidiary bodies.

5. Before any meeting of the Commission or a subsidiary body of the Commission in which a
Member Organization is entitled to participate, the Member Organization or its Member States
shall indicate in writing which, as between the Member Organization and its Member States, has
competence in respect of any specific question to be considered in the meeting and which, as
between the Member Organization and its Member States, shall exercise the right to vote in
respect of each particular agenda item. Nothing in this paragraph shall prevent a Member
Organization or its Member States from making a single declaration in the Commission and each
subsidiary body in which a Member Organization is entitled to participate for the purposes of this
paragraph, which declaration shall remain in force for questions and agenda items to be
considered at all subsequent meetings, subject to such exceptions or modifications as may be
indicated before any individual meeting.

Thisiswithout prejudice to the possibility for the Member Statesto devel op or support the position of the
Member Organization in areas within its competence.
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6. Any Member of the Commission may request a Member Organization or its Member States to
provide information as to which, as between the Member Organization and its Member States,
has competence in respect of any specific question. The Member Organization or the Member
States concerned shall provide this information on such request.

7. In cases where an agenda item covers both matters in respect of which competence has been
transferred to the Member Organization and matters which lie within the competence of its
Member States, both the Member Organization and its Member States may participate in the
discussions. In such cases the meeting, in arriving at its decisions , shall take into account only
the intervention of the party which has theright to vote”™™".

8. For the purpose of determining a quorum, as specified in paragraph 6 of Rule 1V, the
delegation of a Member Organization shall be counted for a number equal to the number of its
Member States which are entitled to participate in the meeting, to the extent that it is entitled to
vote under the agenda item in respect of which the quorum is sought.”

Renumber the subsequent Rules accordingly.

*%

Theword ‘decisions’ should be understood to mean both voting and situations where a decision is taken
by consensus.

The above is without prejudice to the question of whether or not the views of the party not having the
right to vote shall be reflected in the report of the meeting. Where the views of the party not having the
right to vote arereflected in the report, the fact that they are the views of the party not having the right to
vote shall aso be reflected in the report.



