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NPEONOXEHUA O HOBOW PABOTE

A. MpepnoxeHna o HoBoW paboTe, npeAcTaBrieHHble AeNCTBYIOLWWMM BcNoMoraTenbHbIMU
opraHamm Ha yTBepxaeHue 48-n ceccum Komuccum "Kogekc AnnmeHtapuyc”

B HacTodwem [oKymMeHTe nepedqncrieHbl npeanioxeHuss O HOBOM paboTe, BbIHOCUMBIE HAa yTBEpXAeHue
48-n ceccun Kommucemm "Kogekc AnumeHTtapuyc" AENCTBYHOLMMW BCOMOraTefibHbIMU OpraHamu, Ceccum
KOTOpbIX COCTOANWChb B nepuofd nocrne 47-i ceccum Komuccmu, a Takke npensioxeHus o HoBow paborte,
nony4veHHble CekpeTtapmnatom Kogekca nocne 47-in ceccum Kommceumn n He oTHocsilumecs k cdoepe BeaeHUs
HM OOHOro U3 AEWCTBYIOLUX KOMUTETOB. OTOT CBOAHbIA OOKYMEHT MpM3BaH gaTb obuiee npeacraBreHune
0 npegraraeMbiXx HamnpaBfeHUsX HOBOW paboTbl M MOCAYXWTb OCHOBOW pAns  pabotbl  Komuccum
Mo pacCMOTPEHUIO NMPEANoXKeHUn 0 HOBOW paborTe.

UcnonHuuteneHbin komuteT Komwuccmm "Kopekc AnumeHTapuyc" Ha cBoen 88-11 ceccum paccmoTpen
npeanoxeHnss o0 HoBoW paboTte, MpeacTaBreHHble KOMUTETaMu, CECCUM KOTOpbIX COCTOSAMNMCb B Mnepuos
¢ stuBapsa no man 2025 roga (npepnoxerHuns 1-7 B tabnuue 1), a Ha cBoen 89-1 ceccum VIicnonHUTENbHbIN
KOMUTET pacCMOTPUT MNPEANoKeHUss O HoBow paboTe, NpeacTaBreHHble KOMUTETaMu, CEeCCUMU KOTOPbIX
COCTOSANMCb B nepuog C MoHA No okTabpe 2025 roga (npeanoxenuns 8-12 B Tabnuue 1), a Takke
ABa npeanoXxeHus o HoBown paboTte, NpeAcTaBneHHble OAHUM U3 YneHoB (Tabnuua 2).

Co BCEMM MPEASsIOKEHUSIMU O HOBOW paboTe MOXHO O3HAKOMMUTbCS 3[EeCb Ha aHITMINCKOM, MCMaHCKOM
1 dopaHLy3CKOM S3blKax.

B Tabnuue 1 nepeuncrieHbl Bce NpeanoXeHWss O HoBOW paboTe, NpeAcTaBneHHble OelCTBYIOLLMMU
BCriomoraTenbHbiMM  opraHamn Kogekca nocne 47-i ceccun Komuccun, € ykasaHMEM CCbINIOK Ha
COOTBETCTBYHOLLMNE JOKYMEHTbI, B TOM YMCe MPOEKTHbIE.

B uncno gBeHapuaty npeanoXeHui O HoBoW paboTe, NMpencTaBnseMblX BCMOMOraTenbHbIMU OpraHamm
Kogekca Ha paccMmoTpeHue Komuccum Ha ee 48-11 ceccun, BXOOAT NpeanoXeHus no criegyowmm Bonpocam:
HOBbI€ MOJTOXKEeHNUA O nNuLleBblX ,EI,OGaBKaX, TP pernoHarnbHblIX CTaHOapTa, OBa TOBaApPHbIX CTaHOapTa,
nepecMoTp ABYyX CBOAOB HOPM W MpaBwWil, OOAWH HOBbIA CBOA HOPM W MpaBun 1M npeobpasoBaHne OJHOro
permoHanbHOro crtaHgaptTa B Me)K,D,yHapO,EI.HbIIZ, a TakKkkKe [ABa MNPUOPUTETHbIX ChNUcka pAOnda OUeHKK
COOTBETCTBYHOLLMMN KOMUTETAMUN SKCNEPTOB.

B. MpeanoxeHust 0 HOBOM paboTe, He OTHOcALIMeECS K chepe BeAeHUA [EeNCTBYHOLLNX
BCroMorartesibHbIX OpraHoB

B Tabrnvue 2 npuBegeHbl OBa NpensiokeHus O HoBoW paboTe, NpeAacTaBrieHHble HENoCpPeaCcTBEHHO
B CekpeTtapmat Kopgekca, NOCKOMbKY OHW He OTHOCATCA K cdepe BedeHWUst HU OAHOro M3 AeWCTBYHLLUX
BCnomoraTenbHbIX opraHoB Kogekca.

MpeanoxeHue o paspaboTke cTaHAapTa Ha NacTepusoBaHHOE Bep6MioXKbe MOSOKO

Ha 47-n ceccun Komuceum (2024 rog) B pamkax nyHKkTa noBecTku gHsA "PasHoe"” Ob6beguHeHHble Apabckue
Omupartbl (OAD) npeacTaBunvM ANCKYCCUOHHBIA JOKYMEHT U NpeasioXeHne o HoBon paboTe Mo MOAroToBKEe
TOBAPHOro cTaHaapTa Ha BepOntoxbe MOoKoL.
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UreHbl NONOXWUTENBHO BOCMPUHANN npeanokeHne OAD, cOUnu ero CBOEBPEMEHHbIM U OTpakaloLwyM pocT
06bEMOB NPOM3BOACTBA U NPoAax BEPOoXKbEr0 MOOKa M NMPOU3BOAUMBIX U3 HETO NMPOAYKTOB M NOAYEPKHYNN
HeobXoauMOCTb B HadsiexallumMe CPOoKuM MPUCTYNUTb K paboTe No AaHHOMY HamnpaBreHuto ¢ cobnogeHnem
YCTaHOBMEHHbIX MPOLEeAyp U NPaKTUKW.

lMpuHMMas BO BHMMaHWe 3akntoyeHue 87-n ceccum VICMONMHUTENBHOTO KOMMUTETA OTHOCUTENBHO TOrO,
yTO, "ecnun 47-a ceccusa Kommccmm npuMeT pelleHne pacCcMOTpeTb NpeasiokeHue o fanbHenwen pabote
B OTHOLLIEHMM BEpPONIOXKBLEro MOSOKa, criefyeTr pacCMOTPETb BO3MOXHOCTb PACChINKM LUPKYNAPHOro nMcbma
(urm), B kotopom uneHam un Habnogatensam 6yaeT NpeanoXeHo BbiCKa3aTb CBOM MHEHUSA O HEOBX0AMMOCTHY 1
BO3MOXHOM 06beme nobor HoBOWM paboThl B OTHOLLEHUM BEPONIOXKbErO MONOKa"?, a Takke NpeacTaBrneHHble
Cekperapuatom Kopgekca npeanoxeHms npoLeaypHOro xapaktepa W noadepXKy, MNpeanoXeHHyo
cekpeTapuatom npuHumarowen ctpaHsl Komuteta Kogekca no monoky n monoyHsiM npogyktam (CCMMP),
Komuccua cornacosana nogxon, KOTOpbIv npegycmatpmsarn nepecMoTp 1 U3MeHeHE NPOEKTHOTO JOKYMEHTa,
a Tawkke HanpaeneHue uneHam wu Habnwogatenam UM (CL 2025/50-CAC) ¢ npocbbon npenctaButb
3amevaHus®.

Komuccusi nanee otmetuna, yto B LI 3amMHTepecoBaHHbIM 4YrieHam W Habnwogatensm morno 6bl GbiTb
npeanoXeHo BbickazaTb CBOU MHEHUS 0 HEOBXOAUMOCTU M BO3MOXHOM 0GbemMe HOBOW paboThbl B OTHOLLIEHUN
BepOoXKbLEro MOJOKAa C YY4ETOM TOrO, YTO NMPeanoXeHne no BepbnokbemMy MOMoKy GyaeT npeacTaBneHo Ha
paccMmoTpeHne 89-in ceccum MicnonHUTENbHOrO KOMUTETa B pamMkax Kputudeckoro o63opa n Kommceum Ha ee
48-11 ceccun.

B aBrycte 2025 roga uneHam n Habntogatenam 6bino BeicnaHo LM 2025/50-CAC ¢ npocbbow npegctaBuTb
3amMevyaHuMs No MnpeasiokeHuio O paspaboTke CTaHgapTa Ha nacTepu3oBaHHOE BepbnioXkbe MOMOKO.
B Mpunoxenuu | k LN 66110 npeactaBneHo npegnoxeHme, Kotopoe 6bino gopaboTaHo € Lenblo BKIOYEHWS
OOMNOMNHUTENBbHOM UHOPMaLMKM 0 HEOBXOAMMOCTM N XapakTepe cTaHgapTa (ctaHaapToB) Kogekca Ha ToBapbl
13 BepOnoXbEro Mofioka 1 ¢ y4eTOM TOro, Kakasi MHpopmMauus TpebyeTtcsa MICMoNHUTENbHOMY KOMUTETY Npwu
npoBedeHnn KpuTudeckoro o63opa npennoxeHunn o Hoeon pabote. Kpome Toro, B Mpunoxexum | k LM 6binn
onucaHbl pe3ynbTaTtbl aHanu3a npobenos, KoTopbi Obin npoBegeH Hoson 3enaHoven B kadvecTBe
npuHumatowen ctpaibl CCMMP n MexgyHapoaHon monoyHow cbegepaumen (MM®) un kacanca cnegyowmx
acnekToB: i) cywecTBylowme TekcTbl Kogekca, kacarolmecss BO3MOXHBIX npobrem danbcudukaummn u
HenpaBUIbHOM MapKUPOBKM; U i) cyllecTBytowme TekcTbl Kogekca, kacawwmecs BepOMioXXbero Mosioka u
Npou3BOANMbIX N3 HEMO NPOAYKTOB.

3amevaHus, nonydveHHole B otBeT Ha LM 2025/50-CAC, npusegeHbl B [MpunoxeHun | Kk Hactosiwemy
AokyMeHTy. OHM OTpaxaloT pasHble MHEHMS MO BOMPOCY O NpOBeAeHNM HOBOW paboTbl: OT 060CHOBaHHOCTHU
Takomn HoBow paboTkl A0 cdepbl ee oxeaTa.

CCNE Ha cBoew 12-in ceccum OTMETUI, YTO NPEANnoXeHe HavyaTb HOBYIO paboTy no paspaboTke cTaHgapTa
Ha nacTepu3oBaHHOE BepOnoXXbe MOSIOKO MOMyYNio NoaaepPKKy, U 00Cyann BaXXHOCTb NPOBEAEHUS] TAKON
paboTkl, @ Takke TO, Kakne acnekTbl He0bxoauMOo y4ecTb Npu paspaboTke aToro ctaHgapTa“.

MpeanoxeHne o BbipaboTke MPUHUUNOB NPOBeAEHUA aHanu3a pPUCKA, CBA3AHHOIO C HOBbIMU
MCTOYHMKAMM U cucTemamu npoussoacTea npogosonbctTeusa (HUCIHIM)

HepaeHo EBponerickun coto3 (EC) npegctasun npeanoxeHne o HoBon pabote no pa3paboTke NpUHLMMNOB
NpoOBEOEHNs aHanmM3a pucka, CBS3AHHOTO C HOBbIMW WUCTOMHMKAMW W CUCTEMaMuM MpOU3BOACTBA
npogosonectausa (HACTIM).

Bonpocsl, ceazaHHble ¢ HACTIM, obecyxpganucb Ha ceccusax 82-i ceccum McnonHuTenbHoro komuteta (2021
roa), 44-n ceccum Komuceuu (2021 rog), 83-n ceccum VicnonHutensHoro komuteta (2022 roa), 45-1 ceccun
Komuccunm (2022 rog) n 46-n ceccum Komuccum (2023 rog). PaHee unenam Kogekca 6binm pasocnansl asa LT
Cc npocbbov npeacTtaBuUTb MHOPMaUMUIO MO 3TON TEME, W MOMy4YeHHble CBeAeHusi Oblnu onybnukoBaHbl
B pamkax noarotoBku k 83-1 ceccum VicnonHutenbHoro kommtetad.

Ccblinka Ha OUCKYCCUOHHbBIN OOKYMEHT U MPOEKTHbIN AOKYMEHT npuBedeHa B lNMpunoxeHun |l kK HacToswemy
OOKYMEHTY.

C. PekomeHaauumu
Komuceun Ha ee 48-i1 ceccum npeanaraercs:

i. paccMoTpeTb NPeAnoxeHns o HoBon pabote B ceeTe Ctpaternyeckoro nnaHa Ha 2020—2025 rogpl, a
TakKke C y4eToMm npuBedeHHbIX B PykoBoactee no npoueaype Komuccum KputepueB ycTaHOBNEHWs

2 REP24/EXEC2, noanyHkT i) nyHkTa 85
3 REP24/CAC, nyHkT 260

4 REP25/NE, nyHKTbl 6871

5 CX/EXEC 22/83/4, MpunoxeHune 2
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npuopuTeToB paboThl (pasgen 2.3) u KputepueB yupexaeHus BCromoraTenbHbiX opraHoB Komuccum
"Kopekc AnumeHTapuyc" (pasgen 2.2); n

MPUHATb peLLEeHre O LenecoobpasHOCTU KaXXaoro NpeasioxkeH1s 0 HOBOM paboTe € y4eToM pesyrnbTaToB
KpuTuyeckoro o63opa, npoBedeHHOro McnonmHuTenbHbIM KOMUTETOM Ha ero 88-i1 n 89-n ceccusix
COOTBETCTBEHHO, M ONpPenenvTb, KakoMy BCMOMOraTerisHOMy WM MHOMY OpraHy cregyeTr nopyquTb
3Ty pabory.
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Tabnuua 1.

MpepnoxeHna o npoBeAeHMU HOBOM pPaboTbl

nnn o nepecmoTpe cCTaHAapTa,

npeacTtaBlieHHblIe AeﬁCTByPOU.lMMM BCnomMoratesibHbIMU opraHamMmu

anIMe‘-IaHMe. C npencrtaBrieHHbIMKM  NpeanoXeHnAMn MOXHO O3HaKOMUTbCA 3[eCb Ha aHITIMACKOM,
MCNaHCKOM " d)paHLl,ySCKOM A3blKaX.

Homep

Komutet /

BHecLwas MpeanoxeHue o HOBOM
npeanoxeHue pabote

CTOpOHa

Cchbifika U NPOEKTHLIN OOKYMEHT

PernoHanbHbI cTaHgapT
Ha TYLLUEHYIO NN BapeHyio,
COIEHYIO 1 HECOJIEHYH,
CyLLEeHYo pbiby (Adpurka)

CCAFRICA

REP25/AFRICA, nognyHKT i) nyHkTa 62,
Mpunoxexue IV

PernoHanbHbI cTaHgapT
Ha opex kaHapuyma
(CeBepHas Amepuka u toro-
3anagHas Jactb Tuxoro
okeaHa)

REP25/NASWP, nognyHKT i) nyHkTa 83,
Mpunoxenue IV

CCNASWP PervoHanbHbI cTaHgapT

Ha MyKy M3 NnoAoB
xnebHoro agepesa
(CeBepHas Amepuka u toro-
3anagHas yacTb Tmxoro
oKeaHa)

REP25/NASWP, nognyHkT ii) nyHkTa 83,
Mpunoxexne V

CTaHOapT Ha CBeXyHo

CCFFV KypKymy

REP25/FFV, noanyHKT i) nyHkTa 89,
Mpunoxexne VI

CTaHOapT Ha CBeXYHo
KanycTy 6pokkonu

REP25/FFV, nognyHkT ii) nyHkTa 92

[NpnopuTeTHLIN NepedeHb
BELLeCTB, Npeanaraemblix
ansa oueHkn JECFA

REP25/FA, nognyHKT i) nyHkTa 133,
MpunoxeHune XI

CCFA HoBas pabota no

npeanaraeMomy npoekTy
nonoxenun OCII o
nuuieBbix JobaBkax

REP25/FA, noanyHkT iv) nyHkTa 109,
Mpunoxenue IX

10.

MNepecmoTp "Hopm n
npaswun no 6opbbe ¢
COpPHbIMU paCTeHUAMN

B LeNnsiX NpeaoTBpaLLeHnst 1
CHWXXEHUSA 3arpsA3HeHns
NULLEBbLIX MPOOYKTOB U
KOpMOB
NMpPPONU3NaUHOBBLIMU
ankanovgamn" (CXC 74-
2014)

REP25/CF18, nognyHkT ii) nyHkTa 90,
MpunoxeHue VI, yactb |

MNepecmoTp "Hopm u
NpaBui CHKEHNS
cogepxaHus adrnatokcmHa
B1 B cbipblX KOpMax 1
OOMONMHUTENbBHbBIX MULLEBBIX
BellecTBax,
npegHasHa4YeHHbIX Ans
XMBOTHbLIX MOJTO4YHOTO
HanpaeneHus" (CXC
45111997)

CCCF

REP25/CF18, nognyHkT ii) nyHkTa 102,
Mpunoxexune VIl

CBog HopM 1 NpaBun no
NpenoTBPaLLEHUIo 1

REP25/CF, nognyHkT ii) nyHkTa 106,
Mpunoxenue VI
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Homep Komutet /
BHecLwas MpeanoxeHue o HOBOM -
Ccbinka U NPoeKTHbIA JOKYMEHT
npeanoxeHue pabote
CTOpOHa
CHWXKEHMIO 3arpsi3HeHns
NULLEBbLIX NPOOYKTOB U
KOPMOB TPOMNaHOBbLIMU
ankanovgamu
[NpnopuTeTHLIN NepedeHb .
11. CCPR necTuuMaoB AN OLLEHKK ﬁEEﬁfiZ':hgciﬂ“yHKT i) nynkTa 279,
JMPR P
lMpeobpasoBaHue
"PernoHanbHoOro ctaHgapra
12. CCASIA Ha NPOAYKTBI U3 KPACHBIX — pEpo5/ASIA, nyHkT 141, Mpunoxerme VIII

Bogopocnen” (Asuns) (CXS
323R-2017) B
MeXayHapOaHbIN
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Ta6bnuua 2. [lpeonoxeHna O nNpoBeAEeHMM HOBOM paboTbl MNM O nNepecMoTpe CTaHZapTa,
npeacTaBrieHHble YleHaMu

Homep Komutet /
BHecLwas MpennoxeHue o HOBOM -
Ccbinka U NPpoeKTHbIA JOKYMEHT
npeanoxeHue pabore
CTOpPOHa
1 0A3 CrtaHgapT Ha nactepudoBaHHoe CL 2025/50-CAC, MpwunoxeHue |
| BepOnoXKbE MOJIOKO (vactb 2)
HoBas pabota no BbipaboTke MpunoxeHue Il K HacToAWEMY
NPVHUUMNOB NPOBEAEHNS OOKYMEHTY
2 EC aHanmsa pvcka, CBsI3aHHOIO C

HOBbIMW UCTOYHUKAMK 1
cucTeMamu Npou3BoacTBa
npogosonbcTeua (HACTIMT)
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NPUNOXEHUE |
HA A3bIKE OPUTMHATNA

COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSAL FOR
DEVELOPMENT OF A STANDARD FOR PASTUERIZED CAMEL MILK

BACKGROUND

1. This appendix compiles the comments on the proposal for development of a standard for pastuerised camel
milk, as indicated in the relevant circular letter (CL 2025/50-CAC). The comments include those received
through the Codex Online Commenting System (OCS)®, or via email by the time this document was issued.
The comments are as shown in the Annex to this Appendix.

EXPLANATORY NOTES ON THE ANNEX
2. The comments received are presented in a table format, with two columns as follows:
e First column — Presents the comments with the rationale.

e Second column - Presents the provider of the comments (name of Member or Observer).

6 OCS is an online tool that enables Codex Contact Points to submit comments on draft texts in a standardised way, thus
providing more transparency and better management of comments on different Codex texts as requested through
Circular Letters. Since its launching at CAC39 (2016), the OCS has been used for different Codex Committees.
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COMMENTS IN REPLY TO CL 2025/50-CAC
Submitted by

AOONONHEHUE

Australia, Costa Rica, Egypt, Indonesia, Iraq, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Mongolia,
New Zealand, the United States of America (USA) and Food Industry Asia (FIA), International Dairy

Federation (IDF/FIL)
GENERAL COMMENTS

COMMENT

MEMBER / OBSERVER

Indonesia wishes to express its appreciation to the United Arab Emirates and
the other co-author member countries for preparing the discussion paper and
project document on the development of a Commodity Standard for Camel
Milk. Indonesia is of the view that the documents provided are comprehensive
and in accordance with the criteria set out in the Procedures for the Elaboration
of Codex Standards and Related Texts.

Considering the many beneficial properties and unique characteristics of camel
milk, which distinguish it from other types of milk, it would be highly
advantageous for Codex to proceed with the elaboration of a commodity
standard for this product. However, Indonesia suggests that the scope of the
standard to be developed should be broadened to include not only pasteurized
camel milk, but also other widely traded camel milk products, such as camel
milk powder. This would ensure the standard remains relevant to global trade
dynamics.

Indonesia

Mongolia, as a Member of the Codex Alimentarius Commission, strongly
supports the development of a Codex international standard for pasteurized
camel milk. Mongolia recognizes the importance of protecting consumer health,
ensuring fair trade, and promoting authenticity in camel milk products, and
therefore welcomes this new work. National data from Mongolia on camel
population, production volumes, and fermented camel milk products is attached
for reference. (see response to the question “If affirmative to any of the above
guestions, please share relevant additional data/information, including
any data on the production of pasteurized camel milk and/or related
camel milk products and/or export/import data on these products.”)

Mongolia

The United States appreciates the opportunity to review Appendix | containing
the proposal for the development of a standard for pasteurized camel milk from
the United Arab Emirates (UAE) and Appendix Il containing the gap analysis
as recommended by the 47th session of the Codex Alimentarius Commission
(CAC).

The United States respects the proposal’s rationale and intention to develop a
Codex standard to facilitate the safe international trade of camel milk. In
assessing the feasibility of this effort, the United States sees three areas of
hesitation with regard to the clarity of the proposal and the relative importance
of new work in this area:

1. Existing Codex documents address the food safety and trade needs
raised in the proposal

2. Insufficient scientific evidence to develop a standard and any associated
compliance requirements

3. Insufficient justification for Codex resource allocation based on the
volume and pattern of pasteurized camel milk trade between countries

With these three overarching concerns in view, the United States questions
whether the proposed new work is warranted.

Existing Codex documents

The United States has reviewed the proposal and Appendices | and Il and our
analysis indicates that existing Codex documents could be used to support
trade of pasteurized camel milk, making the development of a new standard

USA
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COMMENT

MEMBER / OBSERVER

unnecessary. Specifically, the Codex General standard for the labelling of
prepackaged foods (CXS 1-1985) already addresses fraudulent labelling
concerns, and the Codex General standard for the use of dairy terms (CXS
206-1999) prohibits mixing of milks from different species without declaration.
Further, the Code of hygienic practice for milk and milk products (CXC 57-
2004) details validated food safety control measures that are applicable to
different milk types, including camel milk.

Insufficient scientific evidence

In its review, the United States identified several areas where additional
scientific evidence is needed to enable development of a standard and any
associated compliance requirements. These areas include: the validation of
camel milk pasteurization conditions, the implications of pasteurization on food
safety in conjunction with component functionality, and the detection methods
for key markers of processing and authenticity of camel milk. The lack of
conclusive data in these areas suggests that it is scientifically premature to
support the development of a Codex standard.

Below are the areas identified for further study:

e Concerns with the efficacy of the camel milk authenticity test method.
Currently, the absence of beta-lactoglobulin (LG) is considered an
identification marker for camel milk. Existing laboratory methods would
be impractical or ineffective for use in verifying the absence of LG in
camel milk. First, the only available international method, ISO 13875 |
IDF-178, “Liquid milk — Determination of acid soluble Beta-lactoglobulin
content — Reverse-phase HPLC method,” would not be practical for
routine use based on the dependency for highly specialized equipment
and technical expertise. Most importantly, due to the heat related
denaturation of LG and associated acid insolubility, this method will not
detect the presence of denatured LG, hence, adulteration with heat
treated bovine milk or other species’ milk. Secondly, several proprietary
Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay (ELISA) methods are available
for LG detection and while they are more amenable to routine use, they
are not able to detect LG once LG is treated at temperatures high
enough to destroy its antigenicity. Thus, a negative result could not
reliably prove the authenticity of camel milk as it could not rule out the
existence of LG when it’'s denatured.

e Lack of studies on camel milk pasteurization. The thermal treatment
conditions for batch (Vat) and continuous flow (HTST) pasteurization
have not been thoroughly validated with heat-resistant organisms, such
as Coxiella burnetii to ensure food safety. Meanwhile, it remains unclear
how the rheology, microbiology, and composition characterization of
camel milk affect its pasteurization; similarly, there is a lack of data on
how pasteurization affects the functionality of camel milk as an
ingredient in downstream processing for other products. For example,
per Appendix |, pasteurization at 80°C causes separation in milk; other
potential effects of pasteurization remain to be studied. Further studies
are critical for determining pasteurization parameters for camel milk to
improve product safety and quality.

e Selection of pasteurization processing indicator. Studies have
demonstrated that Alkaline Phosphatase (ALP) activity in raw camel milk
was measured at a similar level in raw bovine milk. In contrast to bovine
milk, the ALP enzyme in camel milk was not inactivated by
pasteurization at 72 °C, and only minimal reduction in activity was
observed even after prolonged heating. Therefore, ALP is not a good
indicator for the pasteurization of camel milk. Alternative pasteurization
markers would be needed and remain for further study and
characterization.

Need for trade data
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COMMENT

MEMBER / OBSERVER

The United States is of the view that the reported trade volume of camel milk
does not warrant allocation of Codex resources to develop a standard when
that trade is already supported by existing Codex standards. Pasteurized camel
milk trade data indicate a trading volume of <1,000 tons annually for most
exporting countries with only two countries trading more than that level at 1800
and 2367 tons. Challenges and costs associated with trading a liquid product
requiring cold chain management are also limiting factors for international trade
of pasteurized camel milk.

FIA views that the main concerns in the project document have already been
addressed in the gap analysis outlined in Appendix Il. Existing Codex
standards applicable to milk and milk products appear to sufficiently cover
camel milk and its derivatives. As such, it is unclear what additional benefit
would be gained from initiating further Codex work in this area. We suggest
that new work may not be necessary at this time.

FIA

IDF recognizes the importance of camel milk for consumers and livelihoods,
particularly in countries in Africa and the Near East regions. While we
appreciate the increased production of camel milk, which highlights its
relevance and commercial potential, we believe there is still a dearth of data
on the volume and patterns of international trade for pasteurized camel milk,
which is a critical criterion for Codex to initiate new work. The volumes of
international trade that have been provided show insignificant volumes of trade
(e.g., most exporting countries trade less than 1000 tonnes annually with only
two countries internationally trading 1800 and 2367 tonnes each). Pasteurized
camel milk is a liquid product, which naturally limits the volumes traded
internationally due to the cost of transport while keeping the cooling chain.
Codex standards are to facilitate international trade, and if there are
insignificant volumes of international trade, the work should not be prioritized.
We note that pasteurized milk from any species has not required a Codex
standard with compositional criteria to continue being successfully traded
internationally.

e In addition, the other concerns raised in the proposal are already
addressed as per the conclusions of the gap analysis in Appendix Il and
therefore the work should not progress. The proposal aims to develop a
standard for pasteurized camel milk to outline its compositional
specificities, to provide authenticity criteria and include a compilation of
existing standards relevant to safety, quality, testing methods and
labelling requirements. However, as discussed below, these concerns
would be fully addressed through the adoption of existing Codex texts
with implementation supported by the food fraud work underway within
CCFICs.

o Determination of authenticity of camel milk products

o The current proposal emphasizes the challenge of guaranteeing the
authenticity of camel milk products. However, Codex already
prohibits undeclared mixing of different species’ milks through the
provisions of the Codex General Standard for Use of Dairy Terms
(CXS 206-1999) and Codex General Standard on the Labelling of
Prepackaged Food (CXS 1-1985). Such provisions can already be
adopted by national authorities as a first step to provide a legislative
basis to prevent adulteration. If such adoption of these existing
provisions does not address the issue of adulteration, this would
indicate that the issue cannot be resolved by the development and
adoption of a new Codex standard and that there is a gap in
monitoring and enforcement of the regulations. In this case, national
authorities are responsible for monitoring adulteration and enforcing
the provisions that make adulteration illegal. The ongoing work on
developing Guidelines on the Prevention and Control of Food Fraud
at CCFICS to develop guidance for national authorities in

IDF/FIL
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establishing national food fraud control programs will be a useful
resource.

e Existing Codex guidance of production and characterization

o As concluded in Appendix Il, IDF has not identified any gaps in the
current Codex texts under CCMMP or other horizontal standards that
would prevent compliance of internationally traded camel milk
products. For instance, the Code of Hygienic Practice for Milk and
Milk Products (CXC 57-2004) outlines validated food safety control
measures, rather than mandating specific processes for different
types of milk. This approach ensures sufficient flexibility to
accommodate the unique characteristics of camel milk.

The proposal in the project document suggests compiling material
from the existing standards into a new standard. We question the
value of Codex resources being used on consolidating existing
Codex texts. We note that countries who adopt Codex standards and
guidelines can choose to consolidate elements from multiple Codex
texts into a national standard or guideline as appropriate.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

COMMENT

Area 1: Need for the work - Consumer health protection and fair-trade pra

MEMBER / OBSERVER

ctices

With regards to the questions in area 1 - Australia is not aware of any issues Australia
outside of those that have been presented in the new work proposal, and we

have not encountered challenges with trade, safety or quality issues.

oy Iraq

Are you, as a producing and/or consuming Member or as an Observer, aware of any additional food
safety and/or quality concerns regarding camel milk apart from those addressed in the discussion

paper?

Costa Rica is not aware of any reported cases of additional safety or quality
issues related to camel milk. However, it considers it essential that the
standard address, in a preventive manner, mechanisms to guarantee the
authenticity of the product.

In this regard, we propose that a parameter for -lactoglobulin be incorporated
as a reliable indicator of authenticity, using validated analytical methods to
ensure its uniform application. We recognize that this issue requires a specific
technical approach, and therefore suggest consulting with CCMAS to
determine the relevance of establishing quantitative parameters or, failing that,
to assess its inclusion as a reference in the methods of analysis section of the
standard.

Costa Rica

No

Egypt

At this time, Indonesia does not have data or experience with the food safety
aspects of camel milk products other than what has been outlined in the project
document.

Indonesia

Yes, Kazakhstan as a producing member is aware of any additional food safety
and/or quality concerns regarding camel milk

Kazakhstan

No

Kenya

No, the United States is not aware of any food safety and/or quality concerns
regarding camel milk.

USA

No.

FIA




CX/CAC 25/48/10 12
COMMENT MEMBER / OBSERVER
IDF is not aware of any food safety and/or quality concerns regarding camel | IDF/FIL

milk that impair international trade.

Have you experienced challenges / problems with some of the quality issues identified such as those
related to fraud or authenticity and if so can you provide specific information with regard to these

issues?

Costa Rica has no comments.

Costa Rica

No

Egypt

No, official authorities responsible for safety of camel milk and products made
of it have no any information related to food fraud.

Kazakhstan

Yes, that is:

e Adulteration of camel milk with that of other species for example cattle
milk constituting a form of fraud and exposing consumers to potential
health risks from cows milk lactose (Note: Camel milk has low lactose
content).

e Adulteration with water particularly in the informal markets.

e Veterinary drug residues in some cases resulting from misuse by some
herders

e Use of traditional preservation methods which impart off-flavours and
odors to the milk and products processed from the milk

e High bacterial load contamination due to poor hygiene, harsh
environmental conditions (high temperatures) and limited infrastructure
(lack of sufficient cold chain).

Kenya

Mongolia highlights the risk of adulteration (e.g., dilution with bovine milk) and
the absence of international authenticity criteria as critical challenges. A Codex
standard will address these risks, protect consumers, and ensure fair practices
in trade.

Mongolia

The United States does not have experience with any challenges / problems
with the quality issues identified.

USA

No.

FIA

IDF is not aware of any challenges / problems with the quality issues identified,
such as those related to fraud or authenticity.

IDF/FIL

Have you encountered any trade issues regarding pasteurized camel milk or camel milk products?

Costa Rica has no comments. Costa Rica
No Egypt
Furthermore, as camel milk products are not widely traded in Indonesia at | Indonesia
present, we do not have specific information regarding any trade issues

associated with this product.

b Iraq

One issue was related to the level of phthalates in raw and processed camel | Kazakhstan
milk. According to normative documentation, the permissible limit is 0.6 mg/kg,

while detected concentrations could be more. The compounds identified

included trace amounts of dibutyl phthalate (DBP) and di (2-ethylhexyl)

phthalate (DEHP). These findings necessitated the implementation of

additional monitoring measures.

Yes, some export consignments have been reported as adulterated with cow | Kenya

milk

Unregulated Informal trade of raw camel milk within the country and other
neighboring countries, hence lack of traceability.
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No, the United States has not encountered trade issues regarding pasteurized | USA
camel milk nor camel milk products.

No. FIA
IDF is not aware of any trade issues regarding pasteurized camel milk nor | IDF/FIL

camel milk products.

Taking into account the gap analysis in Appendix Il, what do you consider
would support the need for new work on camel milk?

to be the gaps, if any, that

It would appear from the gap analysis undertaken and presented at Appendix
Il that the existing food safety and quality provisions in Codex texts would be
inclusive of camel milk.

Australia

Costa Rica considers that the analysis presented in Appendix Il clearly
demonstrates the existence of regulatory gaps that justify the initiation of new
work in the field of camel milk. In particular, the absence of authenticity criteria
that would allow this product to be differentiated from other types of milk, which
is essential to prevent adulteration and fraud that could mislead consumers in
their purchasing decisions or deceive them.

Furthermore, it is noted that the current Codex standards for milk and milk
products do not take into account the technological and compositional
characteristics of camel milk, such as its protein percentage, fat content, and
total milk solids, among others, in order to guarantee the authenticity and
quality of the product.

Having a specific standard, such as the one proposed, would reduce
inconsistencies between national and regional standards on key aspects such
as minimum fat and non-fat solids content, which would help to avoid possible
technical barriers to international trade and facilitate regulatory harmonization
processes.

Costa Rica

N/A

Egypt
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Iraq

In many camel milks produced countries there is no statistical data collection
on camel milk production/consumption/sales.

Kazakhstan

The analysis has not established any gaps within the existing codex standards.
While the codex standards are not specific to pasteurized milk, the
development of an international standard for pasteurized camel milk may not
have much significance on international trade given the short lifespan of
pasteurized milk products. However, such a standard would contribute to
consumer protection at country level and less on international trade given the
shelf life of the product.

Kenya

As New Zealand is not a producer or trader in camel milk and camel milk
products we do not have any specific comments on the questions listed under
Area 1 other than on the gap analysis.

From New Zealand’s perspective the gap analysis presented in Appendix Il
confirms the general conclusion that existing Codex texts are adequate to
cover the issues of labelling and product authentication raised by camel milk
producing countries. These existing Codex texts that apply to all milk products
are equally applicable to camel milk products. This confirms that no
adjustments to existing Codex texts are required.

In support of the gap analysis on protection against adulteration we note milk
from all species is susceptible to fraud and adulteration. It would be more

New Zealand
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effective and efficient to apply the same tools to manage adulteration concerns
for camel milk products as those used for other species’ milks.

The gap analysis shows there are provisions in the General Standard for Use
of Dairy Terms (GSUDT), and the General Standard for Labelling of
Prepackaged Foods (GSLPF) that make undeclared mixing of different
species' milks illegal and these can be adopted by national authorities.

Consideration of any gaps requiring future work should consider if there is a
gap in the existing standard or if it is rather with implementation and
enforcement of the standard.

If it is the latter, consideration should be given to the guidance developed
through the ongoing work at Codex Committee on Food Import and Export
Inspection and Certification Systems (CCFICS) when establishing national
food fraud control programs. This guidance will cover practical elements to
support implementation and enforcement of the regulations including the
prevention, detection, mitigation, and control of food fraud.

Across all camel milk commodities (i.e. not only pasteurised camel milk) the
only potential gap identified was in relation to the classification of milk powders
based on the fat content. However, as noted in Appendix Il, standardisation
can be undertaken to mitigate variations in fat content, resulting in a “whole
milk powder” classification if desired.

We acknowledge that the responses to the questions listed will be important to
guide the Codex Alimentarius Commission (CAC) assessment and
determination about the need for a Codex standard for pasteurised camel milk.

The United States considers that the gap analysis demonstrates that existing
Codex horizontal texts and texts related to milk apply to camel milk and, in light
of the robust trade in milk of other species, that there is therefore no need for
new work in Codex on camel milk. Although camel milk may have unique
characteristics when considering the development of a Codex standard, the
United States has identified several areas stated above that require further
research, indicating that establishing a Codex standard for camel milk is
premature at this time.

USA

We do not consider there to be any gaps that would support the need for new
work on camel milk. As highlighted in the gap analysis provided in Appendix Il
existing Codex standards for milk and milk products are applicable to camel
milk and its derivatives.

We note that the proposal in the project document suggests compiling the
existing standards into a new standard. We question the value of Codex
resources being used on consolidating existing Codex texts. Countries who
adopt Codex standards and guidelines can choose to consolidate elements
from multiple Codex texts into a national standard or guideline as appropriate.
The development of a separate Codex standard solely for camel milk may not
add substantive value.

In addition, the concerns around adulteration of camel milk have also been
addressed in the gap analysis. The General Standard for Use of Dairy Terms
(GSUDT) and the General Standard for the Labelling of Prepackaged Foods
(GSLPF) already exist and state that camel milk cannot be mixed with other
species’ milks without declaration. This appears to already regulate against
adulterating camel milk with other species’ milks. Regulating this further with
more detailed prescriptive requirements such as around specific compositional
markers that indicate undeclared mixing would not, in our view, lead to
improved compliance.

Instead, we note that there is work being done at Codex Committee on Food
Import and Export Inspection and Certification Systems (CCFICS) on
developing Guidelines on the Prevention and Control of Food Fraud. We

FIA
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believe this workstream is a more suitable avenue for addressing enforcement
and compliance issues, including those related to camel milk adulteration.

IDF does not consider there are any gaps that would support the need for new | IDF/FIL

work on camel milk.

The existing Codex standards that apply to all milk and milk products have
been shown to also apply to camel milk and camel milk products as per the
gap analysis in Appendix Il. There are therefore already applicable regulations
that apply.

We would like to emphasize that the concerns around adulteration of camel
milk have also been addressed in the gap analysis. The Codex General
Standard for Use of Dairy Terms and the Codex General Standard for the
Labelling of Prepackaged Foods already exist and require that camel milk
cannot be mixed with other species’ milks without declaration. This already
includes provisions to guard against adulterating camel milk with other species’
milks. Regulating this further with more detailed prescriptive requirements such
as around specific compositional markers that indicate undeclared mixing
would not, in our view, lead to improved compliance.
We note that there is work being done at CCFICS on developing Guidelines
on the Prevention and Control of Food Fraud. This could provide guidance on
how to effectively enforce the existing regulations to prevent food fraud.

and/or export/import data on these products

If affirmative to any of the above questions, please share relevant additional data/information,
including any data on the production of pasteurized camel milk and/or related camel milk products

purpose of Codex is to facilitate international trade, it is important to consider
the level of international trade of pasteurized camel milk as part of determining
whether work should proceed on a new standard for pasteurized camel milk.
The project document has very limited international trade data to support the

Costa Rica supports the proposed scope. Costa Rica
N/A Egypt
i 4

Mongolia supports the development of an international Codex standard for | Mongolia
pasteurized camel milk.

National data from Mongolia on camel population, production volumes, and
fermented camel milk products is attached for reference.

Mongolia currently maintains a camel herd of ~0.48 million head (2024), with

186,000 milking camels, predominantly Camelus bactrianus.

Production of raw camel milk reached 19,500 tonnes in 2024, demonstrating
consistent growth compared with 2019 (11,400 tonnes).

Pasteurized camel milk production increased from 3.5 tonnes (2021) to 7.2

tonnes (2024), and powdered camel milk reached 8.5 tonnes (2024).

Fermented camel milk production rose dramatically, from 9.1 tonnes (2019) to

125 tonnes (2024), reflecting strong consumer demand and -cultural
importance.

N/A USA
We have no additional data. However, we would like to note that given the | FIA
purpose of Codex is to support international trade, it is important to consider

the level of international trade of pasteurised camel milk as part of determining

whether work should proceed on a new standard for pasteurised camel milk.

The project document has very limited international trade data to support the

work progressing.

We have no additional data. However, we would like to note that given the | IDF/FIL
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work progressing. As per our general comments, the international trade data
that has been provided indicate insignificant levels of trade e.g. most exporting
countries trade less than 1000 tonnes annually with only two countries
internationally trading 1800 and 2367 tonnes each.

Area 2: Possible extent and nature of work to be undertaken

If new work is to be undertaken, is the proposed scope of that work to focus on pasteurized camel
milk appropriate, taking into consideration existing Codex texts on milk and milk products or do you
have any suggestions for the scope?

Australia notes a key concern is about authenticity. This issue of food fraud | Australia
could be considered more broadly regarding how it may be effectively
managed through traceability systems, food fraud prevention strategies, and
by oversight and enforcement by competent authorities. The Codex Committee
on Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification Systems is an ideal
forum to consider this issue, and Australia draws the attention of the committee
to two guidelines under development that would provide tools to help countries
prevent and address food fraud:

. Draft guidelines on the prevention and control of food fraud.
. Draft principles and guidelines on traceability/product tracing within a
national food control system (updating CXG 60-2006).
Costa Rica has no comments. Costa Rica
Yes, the proposed scope of that work is appropriate. Egypt

The scope of this standard must be broad, covering not only pasteurized milk | Indonesia
but also other widely traded products like camel milk powder, etc.

I3 ECW | [RUETR L Y Irag

Experiments are currently underway in Kazakhstan to determine the conditions | Kazakhstan
for pasteurizing camel milk, funded by the Ministry of Agriculture. The results
will be available next year.

The scope would be appropriate as the other codex standards do not cover | Kenya
pasteurized milk products. The scope seeks to address the unique
compositional characteristics and potential for adulteration of camel milk.

The standard should explicitly cover both dromedary and Bactrian camel milk, | Mongolia
ensuring inclusivity of different production systems.

The proposal to develop a Codex standard for pasteurised camel milk will need | New Zealand
careful assessment taking into account the statutory purpose of Codex and the
criteria for new work.

As noted in our general comments, there are, currently, no liquid milk
standards for any species. This may be a reflection of the nature of these
products and absence of any significant issues from trade or food safety
perspectives. The Discussion Paper and Project Document in Appendix |
indicates that there is no significant international trade in liquid camel milk with
the bulk of the production consumed in its raw form within the producing
countries.

The analysis presented in Appendix | raises concerns about fraud and
deceptive practices with regard to labelling of camel milk. While this is a
legitimate concern it is not unique to camel milk and as per the conclusions in
Appendix Il, the existing Codex standards can support addressing these
concerns. Prevention of fraud and deceptive practices is of broad interest
across many food products. As noted in the gap analysis the GSUDT and the
GSLPF are relevant to address concerns around fraud and deceptive labelling.
In addition, CCFICS is currently working on draft guidelines for prevention and
control of food fraud.
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We do not consider the scope of the work for a new standard should be to
consolidate the relevant existing Codex texts developed by CCMMP and
horizontal committees. This is not relevant and has no relationship to the
proposal to develop a camel milk standard. If guidance is required on which
Codex texts and specifically which provisions are relevant, consideration
should be given if this can be developed outside of a Codex standard or outside
of Codex entirely.

If some national authorities have less experience or engagement with Codex,
then there is opportunity for sharing knowledge of how to navigate Codex.
There is deep Codex expertise across Codex staff, member countries, and
observer organisations such as IDF and we propose that the sharing of this
knowledge and expertise is more valuable in the longer term, rather than
developing individual or consolidation standards.

It is important to emphasize there are many areas that need further evaluation
for camel milk before enough of a scientific basis has been established to
develop a standard unique to this commodity. The United States does not have
suggestions at this time as it would be premature for Codex to initiate new work
in developing a standard for camel milk.

USA

We do not believe work should be undertaken if existing Codex texts are taken
into consideration. This is because the gap analysis in Appendix Il shows that
there are no gaps to fill in the existing Codex texts.

FIA

IDF does not believe work should be undertaken due to existing Codex texts
already containing the necessary provisions to enable international trade as
concluded by the gap analysis in Appendix II.

IDF/FIL

Please indicate the specific products, if any, you think any work should focus on

Costa Rica believes that, if this new work is to be undertaken, it should focus
for now on drafting the standard for pasteurized camel milk intended for direct
consumption. Other camel milk products could be evaluated at a later stage,
once clear guidelines for the base product are in place.

Costa Rica

We recommend starting with raw and pasteurized camel milk.

Egypt

Kazakhstan won gold at the 2025 Le Mondial du Fromage Cheese
Championship (Tours, France) for its camel milk cheese, "Kymyzkhan." It also
won silver for its traditional "Camel Balkaymak".
https://kz.kursiv.media/2025-09-16/zhki-kazahstanskie-syry-vyigrali-zolotye-
medali-vo-francii/

Kazakhstan

o Pasteurized camel milk standard (for consumer protection at country level
and for trade).

e UHT camel milk standard (However there is evident separation after two
weeks of processing (based on the done trials in Kenya), but this does not
make the product unsafe)

e Fermented milk for camel milk, particularly the yoghurt might not meet set
requirements in the CXS 243-2003 Standard for Fermented Milks, because
of the technological challenges resulting in undesired sensory outcomes
e.g. ropiness/sliminess and saltiness

e Camel milk powder (Needs to be considered because of the wide variation
in fat content within the species and in comparison, with milk from other
species)

Kenya

N/A

USA

N/A

FIA

N/A

IDF/FIL
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What kind of Codex text (standard, guideline, code of practice) do you think might best address the
issues identified in the discussion paper or other issues related to this commodity group that are
relevant to protecting consumers’ health and ensuring fair practices in the food trade

Costa Rica considers that the most appropriate instrument would be a
regulation, in order to clearly establish the criteria for composition and labeling,
in accordance with existing horizontal texts.

Costa Rica

The standards will protect the health of consumers ’ health and ensuring fair
practices in the food trade.

Egypt

Indonesia is of the view that if this proposal advances as new work, it should
be to develop a commodity standard for camel milk.

Indonesia

Iraq

All kind of Codex text (standard, guideline, code of practice)

Kazakhstan

The following codex texts are recommended.

1. CXS 207-1999, Standard for Milk Powders and Cream Powder
(partially addresses)

CXS 243-2003 Standard for Fermented Milks (Partially addresses)
CXC 57-2004, Code of hygienic practices for milk and milk products.
CXS 1-1985, General standard for the labelling of Pre- packaged foods

o~ 0D

CXC 1-1969, General principles of food hygiene Principles

Kenya

The United States does not believe new Codex texts are needed to address
issues related to camel milk as existing Codex documents address concerns
noted in the proposal. Specifically, the Codex General standard for the labeling
of prepackaged foods (CXS 1-1985) addresses fraudulent labelling concerns,
and the Codex General standard for the use of dairy terms (CSX 206-1999)
prohibits mixing of milks from different species without declaration. These
existing Codex documents are available to national regulatory authorities to
assist with trade or to develop their own national regulations for pasteurized
camel milk, especially relating to the issues of authenticity and fraud
highlighted in the discussion paper.

Given the existence of relevant Codex texts, the United States considers that
development of a new Codex text would not be an efficient use of limited Codex
resources and could introduce the risk of confusion, duplication, and/or
contradiction with the existing body of Codex guidance.

USA

We do not believe that a new Codex text is needed. We disagree with the
suggestion in the project document that a consolidated standard that compiles
existing Codex texts is appropriate.

FIA

We do not believe that a new Codex text is justified. We disagree with the
suggestion in the project document that a consolidated standard that compiles
existing Codex texts is needed.

Area 3: Importance of work for Members

IDF/FIL

Is developing an international standard for pasteurized camel milk or camel milk products a priority
for you or for Codex taking into account the criteria for prioritization in the Codex Procedural

given that there is no domestic production or consumption of this product.
However, we recognize that establishing an international standard would
contribute to harmonization and consumer protection in countries where this

Manual?

Noting the outcomes of the gap analysis, it appears that consumer health | Australia
protection and fair practices in the food trade could be managed using existing

texts and some under development currently.

For Costa Rica, developing a standard for camel milk is not a national priority, | Costa Rica
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product is commonly consumed and would strengthen conditions for fair trade,
especially in light of the risks of adulteration and fraud.

Yes, the priority is to prevent fraud and maintain the quality and health value
of these products.

Egypt

According to the Criteria for the establishment of work priorities, prioritizing new
work requires not only production data but also data on consumption and
international trade. Since the project document does not sufficiently illustrate
the consumption data for this product, it is difficult for Indonesia to ascertain
the urgency or high priority of developing this international standard at this
time.

Indonesia

?:._'n

Iraq

Developing an international standard for pasteurized camel milk or camel milk
products is a priority for Kazakhstan

Kazakhstan

Yes, this is a priority as camel milk is an important food commodity in ASAL
countries/regions and therefore the need for consumer protection and trade
facilitation.

Kenya

Camel milk is of strategic importance for rural livelihoods in Mongolia,
particularly in desert and steppe regions.

National data shows a clear upward trend in production, including small-scale
industrialization (pasteurized, powdered, and fermented products).

24, Mongolia exported 61.9 kg of camel milk products to China, marking the
start of formal trade. This underlines the importance of harmonized Codex
standards to expand market opportunities.

Mongolia

New Zealand is not a producer or trader of camel milk or camel milk products.

The project document and discussion paper have not demonstrated a
compelling need to initiate work on developing a standard for pasteurised
camel milk, or a standard for other camel milk products. The criteria for
prioritisation in the Codex Procedural Manual, considering the gap analysis in
Appendix Il, alongside other information provided in the CL does not support
that this work should be a priority for Codex.

We do, however, have an interest in the issue as the host government of
CCMMP.

New Zealand

From the U.S. perspective, development of an international standard for
pasteurized camel milk is not a priority. A new standard is not necessary for
consumer protection or fair practices in food trade because existing Codex
texts apply and address potential concerns identified by the proponents of the
new work.

USA

No, it is not a priority to FIA for Codex to develop an international standard for
pasteurised camel milk or camel milk products. The prioritisation criteria in the
Codex Procedural Manual has a general criterion relating to consumer
protection, and we do not believe that a new standard is necessary for
consumer protection as there are sufficient existing provisions in existing
Codex texts.

FIA

It is not a priority for us that Codex develops an international standard for
pasteurized camel milk nor camel milk products. The prioritization criteria in
the Codex Procedural Manual has a general criterion relating to consumer
protection. We do not believe that a new standard is necessary for consumer
protection as, in this case, there are sufficient existing provisions in existing
Codex texts.

IDF/FIL

undertake new work based on the attached proposal?

Would you be interested in and willing to participate in this work if Codex initiates the process to
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Costa Rica wishes to express its desire to contribute constructively to the
development of this standard, ensuring that it is technically sound,
internationally applicable, and facilitates both the protection of public health
and transparency in trade.

Costa Rica

Yes, we are interested

Egypt

ru..'v

Iraq

Yes, Kazakhstan is interested in and willing to participate in this work

Kazakhstan

Yes,

e Kenya is willing to participate in the process in order to collect and
contribute relevant data that will facilitate the development of the standard
considering the high camel milk production within the country.

e Kenya is also willing to lead or join the working group/task force in the
development of this standard.

Kenya

Developing a Codex standard is therefore a priority for Mongolia, and we
express willingness to actively participate by sharing data, technical expertise,
and national perspectives on Bactrian camel milk.

Mongolia

Although the United States believes that it is premature to develop a Codex
standard, if the new work proposal were to be accepted, we would be
interested, engaged, and willing to support the effort and help ensure alignment
with existing standards. In particular, if new work were undertaken, the United
States is of the view that care should be taken to ensure any standard for camel
milk is complementary—and not duplicative or confounding—to the existing
robust body of Codex standards that uphold the trade of milk and milk products
globally. The existing body of Codex references already support and facilitate
the trade of milk and milk products, including that of camel milk, and if
undertaken, a standard for camel milk should address only science-based
safety and quality factors where camel milk is not already covered by Codex
standards. Where safety and quality are already covered by other standards,
reference should be made to those standards without additions. As mentioned
above, the United States has concerns that the specificities of camel milk vis-
a-vis other species’ milk require further evaluation before a sufficiently founded
scientific basis is established to support standard development.

USA

FIA does not support the new work.

FIA

Although IDF does not support the work progressing, IDF as the global expert
voice on milk and milk products will remain engaged on any further work should
this topic progress.

Area 4: Mechanism for how any future work on this could be undertaken

IDF/FIL

In your view, if considered a priority and approved by CAC, what might be the appropriate

mechanism for undertaking the proposed work?

If work were to be undertaken it should be undertaken by the body with the | Australia
most relevant expertise to address the agreed upon problem.
Costa Rica considers that the most appropriate mechanism would be to | Costa Rica

develop the standard through a working group by correspondence, led by the
Codex Committee on Milk and Milk Products (CCMMP), in close coordination
with the relevant horizontal committees on safety, contaminants, additives,
methods of analysis, and labeling. This approach would ensure that the
specific characteristics of camel milk are integrated in a manner consistent with
general Codex texts, avoiding duplication of effort and ensuring a result
consistent with the mandate to protect consumer health and promote fair
practices in international trade.

Additionally, it is important that the new standard refer to the provisions
established in the General Standard for the Labeling of Prepackaged Foods
(CXC 1-1969) and the General Standard for the Use of Dairy Terms (CXC 206-
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1999), in order to ensure regulatory consistency, maintain focus on the specific
aspects of camel milk, and avoid misleading or deceiving consumers.

The work should be carried out through the (CCMMP), compiling all studies
that have addressed the effect of heat on camel milk quality to determine the
appropriate degree of pasteurization and define milk specifications that can be
applied globally.

Egypt

Since the Codex Committee on Milk and Milk Products is currently adjourned
sine die, we suggest that the CAC reactivate the Committee to undertake this
work. This work can be carried out through working by correspondence.

Indonesia
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Iraq

The appropriate mechanism for undertaking the proposed work is through the
EWG

Kazakhstan

The relevant committees could handle the work through a hybrid of electronic
working groups and physical meetings.

These committees could include:

e Codex Committee on Milk and Milk Products (CCMMP)
o Codex Committee on Food Hygiene (CCFH)

Kenya

Mongolia supports assigning this work to the Codex Committee on Milk and
Milk Products (CCMMP), with necessary input from horizontal committees
(Food Hygiene, Food Additives, Methods of Analysis and Sampling).

The process should ensure inclusive treatment of both camel species,
Camelus dromedarius and Camelus bactrianus.

We recommend developing the standard in necessary sessions, based on the
gap analysis and data collected, with clear inclusion of authenticity criteria to
prevent fraud.

Mongolia

The CCMMP is currently adjourned sine die and the current new work proposal
is the only one for consideration. Should the CAC agree to the new work
proposal, a possible way forward might be to reactivate the CCMMP to work
by correspondence in line with the Guidelines for Committees working by
correspondence. This mechanism provides the necessary flexibility to convene
ad hoc physical working group meetings (open to all members of the CAC) to
develop the draft standard for consideration by the Committee either by virtual
or other means. This modality would be similar to that used by the Codex
Committee on Fish and Fishery Products (CCFFP) during its recent
deliberations.

Ensuring a clear and limited scope would be critical in the success of any such
work. The developed standard’s structure and scope needs to be consistent
with and not duplicate existing Standards.

New Zealand

Given the limited nature of any future work as well as the stated niche and
informal trade of this commodity, the United States considers that, if approved,
any future work in this area should proceed by correspondence only, with clear
terms of reference that ensure the work can be completed within a limited and
explicitly defined scope of work.

USA

FIA does not support the new work.

FIA
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NMPUNOXEHMUE II

MNMpeanoxeHue o HoOBOW paboTe NO BbIpaboTKe NPUHLMMNOB aHanu3a pMcKa, CBA3aHHOro C HOBbIMU
MCTOYHUKaAMM M CUCTEMamMM npousBoacTBa npogoBonbeTBus (HUCTIM)

C ANCKYCCUOHHBLIM U NMPOEKTHbIM JOKYMEHTOM MOXHO O3HaKOMUTLCA MO CChIJIKE.


https://www.fao.org/fileadmin/user_upload/codexalimentarius/doc/EU_NFPS_PROPOSAL_2025.pdf
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