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OTHER MATTERS RELATING TO CODEX SUBSIDIARY BODIES 

(Prepared by the Codex Secretariat) 

 

A. Proposed amendment of the Standard for kimchi (CXS 223-2001) 

Background 

1. In response to the request of CAC47 (2024)2, the Republic of Korea submitted to the Codex Secretariat a 
proposal (discussion paper and project document) to amend the Standard for kimchi (CXS 223-2001). The 
standard was developed by the Codex Committee on Processed Fruits and Vegetables (CCPFV), which was 
adjourned sine die by CAC43 (2020). 

2. The proposal from the Republic of Korea concerns the addition of commonly used names for the predominant 
ingredient of kimchi such as “napa cabbage” and “kimchi cabbage” in addition to “Chinese cabbage.” The 
rationale for this proposed amendment is to align with current terminology in trade and scientific literature, and 
to ensure consistency with the revised Classification of foods and animal feeds (CXA 4-1989) as adopted by 
CAC40 (2017) under which kimchi cabbage and napa cabbage are classified within the same commodity code 
(VB 0467) as Chinese cabbage. 

3. In consultation with the United States of America, the host country of CCPFV, the Codex Secretariat advised 
that, in line with the Codex Procedural Manual, Section 2, Elaboration of Codex Standards and Related Texts, 
paragraph 32, this proposal is appropriately considered an amendment. Accordingly, the documents have 
been restructured in the form of a working paper, setting out the rationale for the proposed amendment 
together with the proposed wording, as appropriate (see Figure 1 of Appendix I (Part 1)). 

4. As also requested by CAC472, a circular letter (CL 2025/63-CAC) was issued to seek comments from Members 
and Observers on the need for and suitability of the proposed amendment. The comments received in 
response to CL 2025/63-CAC are contained in Appendix I (Part 2) of this document. 

5. The proposed amendment was presented to CCEXEC89 for advice on the next steps. 

Recommendations 

6. CAC48 is invited to consider the proposed amendment to the Standard for kimchi (CXS 223-2001) taking into 
account the advice of CCEXEC89 and the comments received in response to the CL. 

B. Matters related to the Codex Committee on Fish and Fishery Products 

Background 

7. Recognizing the completion of the task assigned to the Codex Committee on Fish and Fishery Products 
(CCFFP) when reactivated by CAC43 (2020) to work by correspondence, CAC47 (2024) discussed the future 
of CCFFP. Members expressed their support to keep CCFFP active acknowledging the potential need for new 
work such as development of a standard for seaweed and revision of existing standards under the purview of 

                                                      

1 Rev. 2 includes D: Codex Committee on General Principles (CCGP) 
2 REP24/CAC, paragraph 264 
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CCFFP.3 CAC47 postponed any decision to adjourn CCFFP pending consideration of possible areas of new 
work and of the appropriate committee to take forward any issues that were identified.4  

8. In light of the above, the Codex Secretariat together with the host secretariat of CCFFP conducted a review of 
the 24 FFP commodity standards assessing alignment with the Codex Procedural Manual in terms of the 
format of the standards, and areas for possible updates have been identified (see Appendix II). 

Recommendations 

9. CAC48 is invited to note: 

i. the potential work needed to ensure that the FFP commodity standards are up to date in terms of 
format, taxonomic accuracy, and relatedness to more recently developed Codex texts; and 

ii. the need for CCFFP to respond to queries from general subject committees related to fish and fishery 
products. 

10. In light of the above, CAC48 is also invited to consider keeping CCFFP active to work by correspondence for 
the time being to conduct a technical review of the FFP commodity standards and propose updates to them to 
ensure accuracy and alignment with the “Format for Codex Commodity Standards” of the Codex Procedural 
Manual. In doing so, a questionnaire could be considered to gather feedback on the use and applicability of 
current standards and to assess the ongoing relevance and utility of existing FFP commodity standards. The 
review could also consider the possibility of grouping FFP commodity standards, as appropriate, in the future. 

C. Joint electronic working group of the Codex Committee on Pesticide Residues (CCPR) and the 
Codex Committee on Residues of Veterinary Drugs in Foods (CCRVDF) 

Background 

11. CAC44 (2021) established the Joint CCPR/CCRVDF EWG, chaired by the United States of America, following 
a recommendation of CCEXEC81 (2021). This was based on a request by CCRVDF25 (2021)5 to CCEXEC816 
for advice on a mechanism for cooperation between CCPR and CCRVDF on the establishment of single 
harmonized maximum residue limits (MRLs) for compounds with dual uses i.e., as pesticides and veterinary 
drugs. 

12. CAC44 agreed that the Joint EWG would work with the support of the Joint Expert Committee on Food 
Additives (JECFA), the Joint FAO/WHO Meeting on Pesticide Residues (JMPR) and the Codex Secretariat 
with the following terms of reference (ToRs).7  

i. The Joint EWG will review work already done cooperatively between CCRVDF and CCPR and will 
identify, and if possible, prioritize areas of possible further collaboration between CCRVDF and CCPR 
and how this could be carried out (e.g. jointly, in parallel, etc.) to facilitate the consideration of 
compounds with dual uses by both committees and the possible harmonization of MRLs.  

ii. This may include reflections on improved synchronization of work between CCPR and CCRVDF as 
well as collaboration between CCPR/CCRVDF and JMPR/JECFA. 

iii. The Joint EWG will provide an update on their preliminary findings to CCRVDF26 and CCPR53. 

13. The Joint EWG reported on their preliminary findings to CCPR53 (2022) 8  and CCRVDF26 (2023) 9 . 
CCRVDF2610 recommended supplementary tasks in addition to the ToR agreed to by CAC44 which was 
subsequently endorsed by CCPR54 (2023)11 and CAC46 (2023)12 as follows: 

iv. Develop a list of compounds with dual use as a pesticide and veterinary drug for which no or only 
one Codex MRL has been established and that member countries will provide the informa�on to 
populate this list.  

v. Identify dual-use compounds that have different Codex MRLs for a similar edible commodity of animal 
origin and recommend on a case-by-case basis, a single, harmonized MRL(s) for the compound(s) 

                                                      
3 REP24/CAC, paragraphs 120-121 
4 REP24/CAC, paragraph 123 
5 REP21/RVDF, paragraph 150 
6 REP21/EXEC2, paragraph 34 
7 REP21/CAC44, paragraph 64 
8 REP22/PR53, paragraphs 189-190 
9 REP23/RVDF26, paragraphs 103-124, 128, 129, 130(ii) 
10 REP23/RVDF26, paragraphs 124, 130(ii) 
11 REP23/PR54, paragraphs 217. The full discussion is provided in paragraphs 210-219. 
12 REP23/CAC46, paragraph 106(iii) 
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and affected commodity(ies). The EWG might recommend that CCRVDF/CCPR consider selecting 
the higher MRL value.  

vi. Consider the mater related to harmonized food descriptors to be used by JECFA/JMPR.  

14. CAC46 also endorsed the inclusion of Brazil and New Zealand as co-Chairs of the Joint EWG.13 However, 
CCPR56 (2025) was informed that New Zealand would not be able to continue serving the Joint EWG as co-
Chair14. 

15. CCPR55 (2024), CCRVDF27 (2024) and CCPR56 (2025) confirmed their support to the work of the Joint EWG 
and the recommendations for virtual joint meetings of the EWG and of CCPR and CCRDVF. 

16. A summary of the work of the Joint EWG with recommendation for a strategy to progress the work has been 
prepared by the chair of the Joint EWG (see Appendix III). Under the strategy, a virtual meeting of the Joint 
EWG would first be convened, then a virtual joint session of CCPR and CCRVDF would be held to finalize the 
recommendations of the Joint EWG and make recommendations to CAC for adoption. 

Recommendations 

17. CAC48 is invited to: 

 note that the EWG will continue to work under the ToRs indicated in paragraphs 12 and 13 of this 
document; 

 endorse the proposal to convene a virtual meeting of the Joint EWG preceding a virtual joint 
session of CCPR and CCRVDF in line with the existing ToRs of the Joint EWG, noting that this 
approach was supported by CCPR and CCRVDF to facilitate discussion and resolutions of issues 
that constitute the mandate of the Joint EWG; 

 request the Joint EWG to prepare a draft agenda of the joint virtual session of CCPR/CCRVDF 
with a view to submit it to CAC for endorsement; 

 reconfirm the availability of USA and Brazil to continue serving as Chair and co-chair of the Joint 
EWG respectively; and 

 thank New Zealand for its contributions to the work of the Joint EWG, noting that it would no 
longer be available to continue co-charing the Joint EWG. 

D. Codex Committee on General Principles (CCGP) 

18. CCGP34 highlighted several matters that warrant the Commission’s attention. 

Virtual meeting modality 

19. Under Agenda item 4.1: “Codex Procedural Manual: Review of the procedures in Section 3: Guidelines for 
subsidiary bodies”, Members had an exchange on the use of virtual modalities to facilitate Codex meetings. 
CCGP34 recommended that CAC48 further consider the need for clarity and transparency on the interpretation 
of current procedures and practices while recognizing the complexities and challenges of revising and 
interpreting the Codex Procedural Manual.15   

20. Following the discussion, Uruguay, together with Côte d’Ivoire, El Salvador, Senegal and the United States of 
America expressed willingness to prepare a discussion paper on virtual meetings for further consideration by 
CAC. CCGP34 also noted the importance of inclusiveness in future discussions of virtual modalities in a forum 
open to all Members, such as CCGP.16 

Work to be conducted by correspondence 

21. While addressing Agenda item 8: “Review of the application of the criteria and procedural guidelines for Codex 
committees and ad hoc intergovernmental task forces working by correspondence”, it was proposed that the 
scope of work of committees working by correspondence (CWBC) should be limited to specific tasks and focus 
on the work assigned to it by CAC to ensure smooth and efficient conduct.17  

22. As a result, CCGP34 recommended that CAC provide a clear statement of tasks and timeframe when 
assigning work to be conducted by correspondence.18 

                                                      
13 REP23/CAC46, paragraph 106(iii) 
14 REP25/PR56, paragraph 300 
15 REP25/GP, paragraph 38(v) 
16 REP25/GP, paragraph 25 
17 REP25/GP, paragraph 72, “New paragraph 62”  
18 REP25/GP, paragraph 74(ii) 
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Reporting on the absence of quorum in meeting reports 

23. Within the same agenda item (8), a concern was expressed regarding transparency on the issue of quorum in 
meeting reports.19 Though it was agreed that no change to the current language in the Codex Procedural 
Manual was needed, CCGP34 noted that this issue was not specific to CWBCs. CCGP34 recalled the 
importance of transparency regarding reporting on the absence of a quorum at a session of subsidiary bodies 
of Codex and recommended drawing the attention of CAC to this matter.20 

24. At CCEXEC88, on the topic of CCGP, reporting the absence of a quorum was discussed.21 It was identified 
that while central to CAC, a quorum may be less clearly applied in the context of subsidiary bodies. 22 
CCEXEC88 agreed to consider this issue further in relation to the “Codex Strategic Plan 2026-2031: Proposed 
monitoring framework”, and to potentially integrate quorum and participation monitoring into the strategic plan’s 
indicators, allowing for its consideration in a strategic manner.23  

25. During discussion at CCEXEC88 on indicators related to Outcome 2.4 “Codex Members are enabled to 
participate actively and sustainably throughout the standard setting process”, it was suggested that in 
measuring indicator 2.4.3, those committees with less than 20 percent Member participation (not reaching a 
quorum) would be highlighted as a means to increase transparency and help Members identify areas of work 
where there may be lower levels of engagement.24 Moving forward, this would provide CAC with information 
to facilitate a broader informed discussion on this issue.  

Recommendations 

26. CAC48 is invited to: 

 acknowledge the complexities and challenges of interpreting and updating the Codex Procedural 
Manual in relation to current procedures and practices;  

 consider the matter of virtual meeting modality at a future CAC session when the discussion paper 
on virtual meetings by Uruguay, Côte d’Ivoire, El Salvador, Senegal and the United States of 
America has become available;  

 provide a clear statement of tasks and timeframe when assigning work to be conducted by 
correspondence; and 

 acknowledge the importance of transparency regarding reporting on the absence of a quorum 
from Codex subsidiary body sessions and endorse the proposed approach of using the monitoring 
of the Codex Strategic Plan 2026-2031 as a means of monitoring participation and engagement 
in CAC subsidiary bodies and consider revisiting this in the future as appropriate.  

 

                                                      
19 REP25/GP, paragraph 74(iii) 
20 REP25/GP, paragraph 72, “Paragraph 72” 
21 REP25/EXEC1, paragraph 54    
22 REP25/EXEC1, paragraph 55    
23 REP25/EXEC1, paragraph 58 
24 REP25/EXEC1, paragraph 73 
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APPENDIX I 

PART 1 

PROPOSAL FOR AMENDMENT OF THE COMMON NAMES FOR  

THE PREDOMINANT INGREDIENT IN THE STANDARD FOR KIMCHI (CXS 223-2001) 

(Prepared by the Republic of Korea) 

Background 

1. In 2020, the Republic of Korea submitted a proposal for the revision of the Standard for kimchi (CXS 
223-2001) to the Codex Secretariat, which included an amendment to the nomenclature of the main ingredient 
in various sections. 

2. Since CXS 223-2001 is under the purview of the Codex Committee on Processed Fruits and 
Vegetables (CCPFV), which was adjourned sine die by CAC43 (2020), the proposal was presented to 
CCEXEC81 (2021). CCEXEC81 noted that as CCPFV was adjourned sine die, a circular letter (CL) would be 
issued requesting the views of Members and Observers on the new work proposal, which would then feed into 
a critical review by CCEXEC8325. 

3. CCEXEC83 (2022) recommended that the Republic of Korea collect more information on food safety 
or quality issues for certain sections, and CAC45 (2022) requested the Republic of Korea to submit a revised 
proposal, taking into account the recommendation of CCEXEC8326. 

4. In 2024, considering that CCPFV was adjourned sine die, the Republic of Korea submitted a proposal 
to the Codex Secretariat with priority for the amendment of the nomenclature of the main ingredient in kimchi, 
which can be considered by the Commission instead of CCPFV. CCEXEC87 (2024) recommended the 
issuance of a CL to seek the views of Members and Observers on the need to amend the standard and the 
suitability of the proposed amendment27. 

5. At CAC47 (2024), the Republic of Korea submitted a proposal as a conference room document 
(CRD)28. Members noted that it was not clear if the proposed amendment was editorial or substantive in nature 
and therefore it required further consideration. A Member suggested discussing this issue at the next session 
of CCASIA as a means of further informing CAC on the nature of the amendment. However, since CXS 223-
2001 is an international standard, CAC47 considered that the issuance of a CL, as recommended by 
CCEXEC87, would be a more suitable approach. 

6. CAC47 requested the Republic of Korea to submit a new work proposal to the Codex Secretariat, who 
would subsequently issue a CL to seek comments from Members and Observers on the need for and suitability 
of the proposed amendment29. Following CAC47, the Codex Secretariat clarified that in line with the Procedural 
Manual, Section 2, Elaboration of Codex standards and related texts, paragraph 32, the proposal would take 
the form of a working paper with the reasons for and wording of the proposed amendments as appropriate. 

7. Accordingly, this document constitutes the working paper for CAC48’s consideration. 

Introduction 

8. In the current Standard for kimchi (CXS 223-2001) adopted in 2001, only “Chinese cabbage” is 
specified as the common name for the predominant ingredient of kimchi. The purpose of the proposed 
amendment is to reflect other common names used for the predominant ingredient of kimchi, namely “napa 
cabbage” and “kimchi cabbage” in addition to “Chinese Cabbage” in the Standard for kimchi (CXS 223-2001).  

9. In the revised Classification of foods and animal feeds (CXA 4-1989), “kimchi cabbage” and “napa 
cabbage” are classified within the same commodity code (VB 0467) as “Chinese cabbage”. “Kimchi cabbage” 
and “napa cabbage” are also widely used terms in international trade and in academic studies. It is also noted 
that CXA 4-1989 refers to Brassica rapa L. subsp. pekinensis (Lour.) Hanelt for all Chinese cabbages. 

10. The proposed amendment is aligned with CXA 4-1989 and shown in bold and underline in Figure 1. 
 

                                                      
25 REP21/EXEC2 paragraph 61 
26 REP22/EXEC2 paragraph 51, REP22/CAC paragraph 158 
27 REP24/EXEC2 paragraph 85(ii) 
28 CAC47/CRD34 
29 REP24/CAC paragraphs 263-264 
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Figure 1. Proposed amendment to the Standard for kimchi (CXS 223-2001) 

1. SCOPE  

This standard applies to the product known as kimchi, as defined in Section 2 below, which is prepared with 
Chinese cabbages as a predominant ingredient and other vegetables which have been trimmed, cut, salted 
and seasoned before fermentation.  

2. DESCRIPTION  

2.1 Product definition  

Kimchi is the product:  

(a) prepared from varieties of Chinese cabbage, Brassica rapa L. subsp. pekinensis Rupr (Lour.) Hanelt, 
with common names including Chinese cabbage, kimchi cabbage and napa cabbage; such Chinese 
cabbages shall be free from significant defects, and trimmed to remove inedible parts, salted, washed with 
fresh water, and drained to remove excess water; they may or may not be cut into suitable sized 
pieces/parts; 

Necessity to amend the standard 

11. The Republic of Korea is of the view that reflecting other common names, namely "napa cabbage" 
and "kimchi cabbage", as the main ingredient of kimchi in CXS 223-2001 is needed to address international 
trade practices and reflect the terminology now commonly used in academic studies on kimchi that have 
evolved since the adoption of CXS 223-2001 in 2001. The proposed amendment would also ensure 
consistency with the terminology used in the revised CXA 4-1989 as adopted in 2017. 

12. According to our investigations, the majority of kimchi products exported from the Republic of Korea 
are labelled with "napa cabbage" as the common name of the main ingredient. In addition, “kimchi cabbage” 
is widely used in the scientific community. Thousands of academic studies have also shown that “kimchi 
cabbage” is the common name for the main ingredient of kimchi (see Table 1). These indicate that, in addition 
to "Chinese cabbage", other common names are widely used for the main ingredient of kimchi. Considering 
the growth in the use of the terms "napa cabbage" and “kimchi cabbage” in international trade and the scientific 
community, it is expected that this growth will continue.  

Table 1. Number of scientific articles using the term "kimchi cabbage" 

Year 2001-2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 

Number 
of 

scientific 
articles 

731 185 166 254 239 248 413 

Source: Google scholar 

13. Since the adoption of CXS 223-2001, kimchi exports from the Republic of Korea, both in volume and 
value, have steadily increased regionally and internationally (see Table 2 and 3). In 2024, the export value 
reached around 164 million USD with an export volume of 47,052 tons. Furthermore, kimchi was exported to 
over 80 countries (see Table 4). 

Table 2. Total export volume and value of kimchi from the Republic of Korea 

Unit : Ton / 1000USD 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 

Volume 29,628 39,748 42,544 41,118 44,037 47,052 

Value 104,992 144,511 159,915 140,816 155,598 163,571 

Source: Korea Agricultural Trade Information 
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Table 3. Kimchi export volume and value from the Republic of Korea to major importing countries 

Unit : Ton / 1000USD 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 

Japan 
Volume 15,949 20,101 21,376 19,800 20,173 18,383 

Value 55,184 71,099 80,124 60,996 61,491 54,023 

USA 
Volume 3,725 6,191 7,950 8,569 10,660 13,336 

Value 14,802 23,059 28,254 29,098 39,989 47,960 

Netherlands 
Volume 902 1,302 1,378 1,574 1,756 2,264 

Value 3,398 5,147 5,448 6,429 7,380 9,587 

Australia 
Volume 1,105 1,707 1,504 1,638 1,616 2,217 

Value 3,485 5,641 5,125 5,883 5,990 7,682 

Canada 
Volume 642 894 841 1,036 1,368 2,210 

Value 2,299 3,307 3,044 3,702 5,463 8,336 

UK 
Volume 886 894 1,224 1,286 1,539 1,749 

Value 3,322 3,802 5,501 5,309 6,152 7,285 

China 
Volume 2,862 3,857 3,960 3,398 2,925 2,691 

Value 9,734 13,627 14,631 12,760 11,333 10,051 

Singapore 
Volume 631 1,122 989 900 746 706 

Value 2,252 4,030 3,723 3,193 2,992 2,632 

Malaysia 
Volume 426 563 562 519 433 447 

Value 1,577 2,254 2,342 2,188 1,925 1,822 

Source: Korea Agricultural Trade Information 

Table 4. Number of kimchi trading countries of the Republic of Korea by year 

Year 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 

Number of 
countries 

80 81 80 84 92 86 

Source: Korea Agricultural Trade Information 

Alignment with the revised Classification of foods and animal feeds (CXA 4-1989) 

14. The Republic of Korea notes that according to CXA 4-1989 as revised by CAC40 (2017), “napa 
cabbage” and “kimchi cabbage” are classified within the same commodity code (VB 0467) as “Chinese 
cabbage”, with the scientific name, Brassica rapa L. subsp. pekinensis (Lour.) Hanelt, which is the main 
ingredient of kimchi.  

15. Consistency between Codex standards and related texts is one of the principles of Codex. Thus, 
besides reflecting current trade practices, the proposed amendment as presented in Figure 1 would also 
ensure consistency between CXS 223-2001 and the relevant section of CXA 4-1989 (see Table 5), which was 
revised by CAC.  

Relevance to the Codex strategic goals 

16. The proposed amendment is in line with outcomes 1.4 and 4.1 presented in the Codex Strategic Plan 
2026 – 2031.  

 Outcome 1.4 Codex standards and related texts are developed, reviewed and adopted in a timely, 
transparent and inclusive manner. 
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 Outcome 4.1 The profile and recognition of Codex as the international food standards setting body for 
protecting consumer health and ensuring fair practices in food trade is enhanced. 

Table 5. Comparison of the relevant section in the previous and revised (after CAC40 (2017)) 
Classification of foods and animal feeds (CXA 4-1989) 

Previous Classification of foods and animal 
feeds (before CAC40) 

Revised Classification of foods and animal 
feeds (after CAC40) 

Group 013 Leafy vegetables (including Brassica 
leafy vegetables) 

Group 10 Brassica vegetables (except Brassica leafy 
vegetables) 

Subgroup 10B Head Brassicas 

VL 0467 Chinese cabbage, (type Pe-tsai) 

Brassica pekinensis (Lour.) Ruprecht 

Syn: B. campestris L., ssp pekinensis 
(Lour.) Olson 

VB 0467 Chinese cabbage, (type Pe-tsai) 

Brassica rapa L. subsp. pekinensis 
(Lour.) Hanelt 

Syn: B. pekinensis (Lour.) Rupr.  

Chinese cabbage (napa), see Chinese 
cabbage, (type Pe-tsai), VB 0467 

Kimchi cabbage, see Chinese cabbage 
(type Pe-tsai), VB 0467 

Brassica rapa L. subsp. pekinensis 
(Lour.) Hanelt 

Syn: Brassica rapa L. var. glabra Regel 

Napa cabbage, see Chinese cabbage 
(type Pe-tsai), VB 0467 

Pak-tsai, see Chinese cabbage, (type 
Pe-tsai), VB 0467 

Conclusion 

17. The Republic of Korea proposes an amendment to the common names of the predominant ingredient 
in the Standard for kimchi (CXS 223-2001) to better reflect the common names used to describe the 
predominant ingredient of kimchi in international trade practices as well as in academic studies, noting that the 
evolvement since the adoption of the standard in 2001.  

18. The proposed amendment would also be in line with the revised Classification of foods and animal 
feeds (CXA 4-1989), which recognizes both “kimchi cabbage” and “napa cabbage” as common names in the 
same category as Chinese cabbage. 

19. The proposed amendment to CXS 223-2001 is to reflect other common names for Brassica rapa L. 
subsp. pekinensis (Lour.) Hanelt, which is the predominant ingredient of kimchi. This is needed to reflect 
terminology used in international trade and to ensure consistency with the CXA 4-1989 as revised in 2017. 
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PART 2 

ORIGINAL LANGUAGE ONLY 

 

COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSAL FOR THE AMENDMENT OF THE COMMON NAMES OF THE 
PREDOMINANT INGREDIENT IN THE STANDARD FOR KIMCHI (CXS 223-2001) 

 

BACKGROUND  

1. Part 2 of this appendix compiles the comments on the proposal as indicated in the relevant circular letter (CL 
2025/63-CAC). The comments include those received through the Codex Online Commenting System 
(OCS)30, or via email by the time this document was issued. The comments are as shown in the Annex. 

EXPLANATORY NOTES ON THE ANNEX 

2. The comments received are presented in a table format, with two columns as follows:  

 First column – Presents the comments with the rationale.  

 Second column – Presents the provider of the comments (name of Member or Observer). 

  

                                                      
30 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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ANNEX 

COMMENTS IN REPLY TO CL 2024/63-CAC 

Submitted by 
 Cuba, Egypt, Iraq, Japan, the Gambia, United States of America (USA),   

and the International Commission for Uniform Methods of Sugar Analysis (ICUMSA) 

 

COMMENT MEMBER / OBSERVER 

Cuba apoya la propuesta de Corea para la enmienda en la norma de Kimchi, 
acá en Cuba se conoce como Col china y así es inclusivo el documento 

Cuba  
 

Egypt would like to express its appreciation to the Republic of Korea for the 
valuable work in preparing the proposal to amend the Standard for Kimchi 
(CXS 223-2001). 

Egypt supports the proposed amendments. 

Egypt  
 

 

Agree with proposed amended Iraq  

We have no objection to the proposed amendment of the Standard for kimchi 
(CXS 223-2001). 

We note that ensuring consistency with the commodity code (VB 0467) in the 
Classification of Foods and Animal Feeds (CXA 4-1989) is presented as one 
of the reasons for the proposed amendment. We are of the view, however, 
that this may not justify the amendment. While consistency across Codex 
standards and related texts is important, any harmonization of terminology 
should be considered carefully, taking into account the specific purpose and 
context of each standard and related text. In particular, it is also important for 
commodity standards to reflect the realities of trade, production and 
consumption and to avoid confusion that may result from terminology 
changes. 

Japan  
 

 

The Gambia welcomes this amendment as a timely and necessary update 
that includes modern terminology, supports international trade, and reinforces 
Codex’s role in protecting consumer health and ensuring fair practices in the 
trade of food. 

POSITION 

We express our full support for the inclusion of “napa cabbage” and “kimchi 
cabbage” as recognized common names for the predominant ingredient in 
kimchi, alongside “Chinese cabbage.” This amendment reflects the changing 
terminology in international trade and academic literature and aligns with the 
revised Classification of Foods and Animal Feeds (CXA 4-1989). 

RATIONALE 

1. Alignment with Codex Texts: The proposed amendment ensures 
consistency between CXS 223-2001 and CXA 4-1989, which classifies 
“Chinese cabbage,” “napa cabbage,” and “kimchi cabbage” under the same 
commodity code (VB 0467) and scientific name Brassica rapa L. subsp. 
pekinensis (Lour.) Hanelt. 

2. Relevance to Trade and Market Practices: The majority of kimchi 
exports from the Republic of Korea are labeled “napa cabbage,” reflecting 
terminology widely adopted in global commerce. In 2024 alone, kimchi exports 
reached 47,052 tons and USD 164 million, underscoring the importance of 
accurate and inclusive labeling. 

3. Scientific and Academic Usage for the term “Kimchi cabbage” 
gained prominence in scholarly literature, with over 400 academic articles 
referencing it in 2024. Updating the standard to reflect this evolution enhances 
the credibility and significance of Codex texts. 

4. Strategic Plan: The amendment aligns with the Codex Strategic Plan 
2021–2026, particularly Objective 1.4 and Objective 4.1 which state (timely, 

The Gambia 
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COMMENT MEMBER / OBSERVER 

transparent, and inclusive standard-setting) and (enhancing Codex’s global 
recognition in food safety and trade) respectively. 

We appreciate the opportunity to contribute to this important revision and 
remain committed to supporting Codex’s work. 

The United States considers the amendment proposed by the Republic of 
Korea to be suitable and supports its adoption. 

USA  
 

The proposed amendment (Figure 1) seems appropriate, in terms of it being 
a reasonable description. I don't know if it is required, as this is not a product 
I work with. 

ICUMSA 
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APPENDIX II 

INITIAL REVIEW OF CODEX FISH AND FISHERY COMMODITY STANDARDS 

(Prepared by Codex Secretariat in collaboration with the host secretariat of  
the Codex Committee on Fish and Fishery products (CCFFP)) 

 

Format of FFP commodity standards 

1. The Codex Procedural Manual, Section 2 “Elaboration of Codex standards and related texts”, 
subsection 2.6 “Format of Codex commodity standards” intends to achieve, as far as possible, a uniform 
presentation of commodity standards. The format also indicates the statements which should be included in 
commodity standards as appropriate under the relevant headings of the standard. The sections of the format 
are required to be completed in a standard only insofar as such provisions are appropriate to an international 
standard for the food in question.31 

Name of the standard 

Scope 

Description 

Essential composition and quality factors 

Food additives 

Contaminants 

Hygiene 

Weights and measures 

Labelling 

Methods of analysis and sampling 

2. The existing 24 FFP commodity standards, out of which 15 were developed more than 30 years ago, 
were reviewed against the “Format of Codex commodity standards”, revealing a potential for update to achieve, 
as far as possible, a more uniform presentation in line with the Codex Procedural Manual. 

3. The review showed that for four sections there were notable differences and deviations compared to 
the “Format of Codex commodity standards”; contaminants, hygiene, weights and measures, and methods of 
analysis and sampling. Furthermore, all FFP commodity standards have additional two sections that are not 
listed in the “Format of Codex commodity standards”; definition of defectives, and lot acceptance. 

(i) Contaminants 

4. According to the Codex Procedural Manual, this section should contain only the reference to the 
General standard for contaminants and toxins in food and feed (CXS 193-1995) without reference to specific 
provisions on contaminants:  

“The products covered by this standard shall comply with the maximum levels of the General 
standard for contaminants and toxins in food and feed (CXS 193-1995).” 

5. For residues of pesticides and veterinary drugs, if applicable to products concerned, this section 
should contain a general reference which should take the following form, without reference to specific 
provisions on residues of pesticides and veterinary drugs:  

“The products covered by this standard shall comply with the maximum residue limits for 
pesticides and/or veterinary drugs established by the Codex Alimentarius Commission”. 

6. Only six FFP commodity standards (25%), all which were developed after 2008, contain a section on 
Contaminants. For these standards, the related text is in accordance with the Codex Procedural Manual. 

7. The remaining 18 FFP commodity standards (representing 75%) could be reviewed to assess whether 
updates should be made to include a dedicated section on contaminants in line with the “Format of Codex 
commodity standards” in the Codex Procedural Manual. It is recalled that recent sessions of CAC adopted for 
example maximum levels (MLs) for contaminants in a number of fish species, which a user of the fish 
commodity standard alone may not be aware of based on the current format and content of these commodity 

                                                      
31 Section 2, elaboration of Codex standards and related texts, paragraphs 86-108 
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standards. Also, the 18th session of the Codex Committee on Contaminants in Foods (CCCF18) (June 2025) 
agreed to request the Codex Secretariat to include in the General standard for contaminants and toxins in food 
and feed (CXS 193-1995), the MLs for marine biotoxins in Section 5 of the Standard for live and raw bivalve 
molluscs (CXS 292-2008), and to inform CAC48 accordingly. This would mean that these MLs are contained 
both in CXS 193 as well as in CXS 292 (which is again referenced in the Standard for fresh and quick frozen 
raw scallop products (CXS 315-2014)). CCFFP might be requested to consider removing the MLs from CXS 
292 to avoid possible inconsistencies and rather insert a reference to CXS 193. 

(ii) Hygiene 

8. According to the Codex Procedural Manual, this section should contain the following general reference 
to the General principles of food hygiene (CXC 1-1969) and the Principles and guidelines for the establishment 
and application of microbiological criteria related to foods (CXG 21-1997) without reference to specific 
provisions on food hygiene:  

“It is recommended that the products covered by the provisions of this standard be prepared 
and handled in accordance with the appropriate sections of the General principles of food 
hygiene (CXC 1-1969), and other relevant Codex texts such as codes of hygienic practice and 
codes of practice.”  

“The products should comply with any microbiological criteria established in accordance with 
the Principles and guidelines for the establishment and application of microbiological criteria 
related to foods (CXG 21-1997).”  

9. It is furthermore stipulated that reference should also be made to applicable codes of hygienic practice. 

10. For 23 out of 24 FFP commodity standards, the Hygiene section is according to the Codex Procedural 
Manual. It is noted that the Standard for dried shark fins (CXS 189-1993) needs to be updated.  

11. All FFP commodity standards include a specific reference to the Code of practice for fish and fishery 
products (CXC 52-2003). A total of 15 standards also include additional text.  

12. For seven FFP commodity standards, the Hygiene section is entitled “HYGIENE AND HANDLING” 
rather than “Hygiene” thus deviating from the “Format of Codex commodity standards” in the Codex Procedural 
Manual. 

13. The hygiene sections of the FFP commodity standards could be reviewed to ensure they are aligned 
with the Codex Procedural Manual and also to check the accuracy of the additional text that are included in 15 
of the FFP commodity standards. In doing so, renaming the title of the section to “Hygiene” in accordance with 
the Codex Procedural Manual could also be considered. It is also to be noted that the Codex Committee on 
Food Hygiene (CCFH) is currently revising the Guidelines on the application of the general principles of food 
hygiene to the control of pathogenic Vibrio species in seafood (CXG 73-2010) and developing an annex on 
fish and fishery products in the Guidelines for the safe use and reuse of water in food production and 
processing (CXG 100-2023). These guidelines might need to be referenced in FFP standards as appropriate.  

(iii) Weights and measures 

14. According to the Codex Procedural Manual, this section should include all provisions, other than 
labelling provisions, relating to weights and measures, e.g. where appropriate, fill of container, weight, 
measure or count of units determined by an appropriate method of sampling and analysis.  

15. Only one FFP commodity standard, Standard for fish sauce (CXS 302-2011), contain such a section.  

16. It could be considered including a section on weights and measures in other FFP commodity standards 
where relevant. 

(iv) Labelling 

17. According to the decision by CAC44 (2021) and section 2 of Codex Procedural Manual, a general 
reference to the General Standard for the labelling of non-retail containers of foods (CXS 346-2021) has been 
included in the provision under the labelling section in FFP commodity standards. 

18. “The labelling of non-retail containers should be in accordance with the General standard for the 
labelling of non-retail containers of foods (CXS 346-2021).” 

19. No further updates seem to be needed at this time regarding labelling provisions. 
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(v) Methods of analysis and sampling 

20. All FFP commodity standards include this section as “Sampling, examination and analyses”. 

21. It is proposed to remove the word “examination” from the section title and rename it to “Methods of 
analysis and sampling” in alignment with the Codex Procedural Manual since examination is considered a type 
of analysis. 

22. CCMAS42 (2023) informed relevant Codex committees of the revised General guidelines on sampling 
(CXG 50-2004) and requested these committees to review their sampling plans in light of the revised CXG 50-
2004; and to remind Committees that sampling plans should be developed as needed in compliance with the 
CXG 50-2004 and not by a reference to CXG 50-2004. 

23. It could be considered to rename the title of the section to “Methods of analysis and sampling” in 
accordance with the Codex Procedural Manual and to review the sampling plans for FFP commodity standards 
in line with the request from CCMAS42.  

(vi) Definition of defectives and Lot acceptance 

24. All existing FFP commodity standards include sections on “Definition of defectives” and “Lot 
acceptance” even though these are not listed in the “Format for Codex Commodity Standards” of the Codex 
Procedural Manual. 

25. As regard “Definition of detectives”, for one FFP commodity standard, Standard for dried shark fins 
(CXS 189-1993), this section is entitled “Classification of defectives”. 

26. As regard “Lot acceptance” section, one FFP commodity standard, Standard for fish sauce (CXS 302-
2011), includes a sub-section with the same name in the section on “Weights and measures” even though this 
standard has as separate “Lot acceptance” section. 

27. It could be considered moving the text on defectives and lot acceptance under other sections listed in 
the Codex Procedural Manual or into an appendix, insofar as it is useful for the uptake of the standards by 
Codex Members.  

Other issues 

(i) Update of the species taxonomy 

28. As species taxonomy is subject to change over time, it may be necessary to review and if need be, to 
amend the species names in relevant CCFFP standards to ensure consistency and scientific accuracy. 

(ii) Current use of FFP commodity standards 

29. Several FFP commodity standards date back to the 1980s and may no longer reflect current 
production methods nor technological developments, or current trade practices or consumer protection needs. 
There is a growing concern about outdated references (e.g. methods of analysis) that may hinder trade rather 
than facilitate it. A questionnaire to assess the actual use and relevance of these standards among Codex 
Members and Observers might be useful. 

(iii) Requests from other Codex committees 

30. The Codex Committee on Food Additives (CCFA) and other general subject committees have raised 
technical questions related to fish and fishery products. CCFFP should remain available to address such 
queries, especially when they concern specific commodities. 

31. The 23rd session of the FAO/WHO Coordinating Committee for Asia CCASIA is expected to discuss 
a proposal to convert the Regional standard for laver products (Asia) (CXS 323R-2017) into a worldwide 
standard (ASIA23/CRD03). If CAC eventually approves the proposal, it will also have to determine the 
appropriate committee to undertake this work depending on the scope of the standard and the technical nature 
of the products covered. CAC may consider assigning this potential task to CCFFP as it concerns products 
from the sea. 

(iv) Possible grouping of FFP commodity standards 

32. Of the 24 FFP commodity standards, 6 (25%) concern “canned” products and 5 (21%) concern “quick 
frozen” products (see Appendix III). 

33. CAC23 (1999)32, as part of its medium-term plan 1998-2002, highlighted the ongoing modernization 
and simplification of commodity standards that required commodity committees, or committees developing 

                                                      
32 ALINORM 99/37 Appendix II 
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commodity standards, to review their standards and apply a more horizontal approach in order to facilitate 
their uptake by Codex Members including developing group standards. 

34. CAC40 (2017) agreed that establishing group standards for commodities could serve as an 
opportunity to revise SCH standards, which was reaffirmed by CAC45 (2022).33  

35. Considering establishing group standards might also be applicable to FFP commodity standards, 
provided that the grouping of standards facilitates their uptake by Codex Members and can be completed in a 
reasonably time efficient way.  

36. The Codex Secretariat is of the view that it may be appropriate for CCFFP to explore the possibility of 
grouping FFP commodity standards as appropriate in the future. 

Conclusions 

37. The initial review confirms that 18 (75%) out of the existing 24 FFP commodity standards are not 
adhering to the format for Codex commodity standards as stipulated in the Codex Procedural Manual and that 
a further technical review is needed to propose updates to these standards. Also, a review of the species 
taxonomy would be needed.  

38.  A questionnaire to assess the actual use and relevance of FFP commodity standards among Codex 
Members and Observers might be useful in conjunction with a review of these standards. 

39. It is also noted that there is a need to respond to queries from general subject committees related to 
fish and fishery products as well as possibly consider new work in the area. 

  

                                                      
33 REP17/CAC paragraphs 39 and 40, REP22/CAC paragraph 99 
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Table 1: Existing FFP standards and the inclusion of sections on contaminants and on weight and 
measures  

CXS Standard for Section on 
Contaminants 

Section on 
Weights and 
measures 

3-1981 Canned salmon no no 

36-1981 Quick frozen finfish, uneviscerated and eviscerated no no 

37-1991 Canned shrimps or prawns no no 

70-1981 Canned tuna and bonito no no 

90-1981 Canned crab meat no no 

92-1981 Quick frozen shrimps or prawns no no 

94-1981 Canned sardines and sardine-type products no no 

95-1981 Quick frozen lobsters no no 

119-1981 Canned finfish no no 

165-1989 Quick frozen blocks of fish fillets, minced fish flesh and 
mixtures of fillets and minced fish flesh 

no no 

166-1989 Quick frozen fish sticks (fish fingers), fish portions and fish 
fillets - breaded or in batter 

no no 

167-1989 Salted fish and dried salted fish of the gadidae family of 
fishes 

no no 

189-1993 Dried shark fins no no 

190-1995 Quick frozen fish fillets no no 

191-1995 Quick frozen raw squid no no 

222-2001 Crackers from marine and freshwater fish, crustaceans and 
molluscan shellfish 

no no 

236-2003 Boiled dried salted anchovies no no 

244-2004 Salted atlantic herring and salted sprat no no 

291-2010 Sturgeon caviar yes no 

292-2008 Live and raw bivalve molluscs yes no 

302-2011 Fish sauce yes yes 

311-2013 Smoked fish, smoke-flavoured fish and smoke-dried fish yes no 

312-2013 Live abalone and for raw fresh chilled or frozen abalone for 
direct consumption or for further processing 

yes no 

315-2014 Fresh and quick frozen raw scallop products yes no 
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Table 2: List of existing FFP commodity standards with section titles deviating from the format in the 
Codex Procedural Manual 

CXS Standard for Hygiene Definition of defectives 

94-1981 Canned sardines and sardine-type 
products 

Hygiene and handling Definition of defectives 

189-1993 Dried shark fins Hygiene and handling Classification of defectives 

191-1995 Quick frozen raw squid Hygiene and handling Definition of defectives 

302-2011 Fish sauce Hygiene and handling Definition of defectives 

311-2013 Smoked fish, smoke-flavoured fish and 
smoke-dried fish 

Hygiene and handling Definition of defectives 

312-2013 Live abalone and for raw fresh chilled 
or frozen abalone for direct 
consumption or for further processing 

Hygiene and handling Definition of defectives 

315-2014 Fresh and quick frozen raw scallop 
products 

Hygiene and handling Definition of defectives 

Note: All CCFFP commodity standards include the methods of analysis and sampling section as “SAMPLING, 
EXAMINATION AND ANALYSES”. 

Table 3: Existing FFP standards that concern “canned” products 

CXS Standard for 

3-1981 Canned salmon 

37-1991 Canned shrimps or prawns 

70-1981 Canned tuna and bonito 

90-1981 Canned crab meat 

94-1981 Canned sardines and sardine-type products 

119-1981 Canned finfish 

Table 4: Existing FFP standards that concern “quick frozen” products 

CXS Standard for 

36-1981 Quick frozen finfish, uneviscerated and eviscerated 

92-1981 Quick frozen shrimps or prawns 

95-1981 Quick frozen lobsters 

190-1995 Quick frozen fish fillets 

191-1995 Quick frozen raw squid 
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APPENDIX III 

SUMMARY OF THE WORK OF THE JOINT CCPR/CCRVDF ELECTRONIC WORKING GROUP 

(Prepared by the United States of America) 

1. Since its inception, the Joint CCPR/CCRVDF Electronic Working Group (Joint EWG) has made 
progress towards its goal to identify, prioritize and make recommendations on issues related to residues in 
foods from compounds that are used as both pesticides and veterinary drugs (i.e., dual use compounds). The 
Joint EWG made initial recommendations to CCRVDF26 (2023) and CCPR54 (2023) and has provided 
updates to CCPR55 (2024), CCRVDF27 (2024), and CCPR56 (2025). Thus far, the Joint EWG has conducted 
the following activities: 

• Sought input from Members on emerging issues affecting both committees. 

• Proposed and worked towards developing a harmonized definition for dual-use compounds. 

• Populated a list of dual-use compounds registered/approved in member countries. 

• Identified 34 Codex standards (Acceptable Daily Intake (ADI) values or maximum residue levels 
(MRLs)) that differ for dual use compounds depending on whether the compound was evaluated 
as a veterinary drug or pesticide. 

• Proposed and worked towards identifying harmonized MRL values where differences exist. 

• Identified 11 edible commodities of animal origin as being cross-sectional between the two 
committees.  

• Proposed and worked towards developing harmonized descriptors for the cross sectional edible 
commodities that have different descriptors or lack descriptors. 

2. Despite the progress, two challenges have emerged and limited further progress. First, although there 
was broad global representation in registrations, there was limited submission of comments through the EWG 
online forum. Second, the mechanism of operating within the online forum and then reporting to CCPR and 
CCRVDF separately is likely not the most effective for all issues. Reporting separately could lead to different 
decisions or recommendations from each of the committees without hearing the opinions from delegates of 
the other committee. 

3. In consultation with the Codex Secretariat, the Chair and co-Chairs of the Joint EWG have 
recommended a two fold strategy to progress the work of the Joint EWG. First, convene a virtual meeting of 
the Joint EWG to discuss technical issues related to harmonized MRL values and harmonized food descriptors. 
Then, convene a virtual joint session of CCPR and CCRVDF to finalize and make recommendations to CAC 
for adoption. The Chair and co-Chairs see this as an approach that will generate more robust and inclusive 
recommendations and more efficiently advance the work of the Joint EWG. If successful, it also could be used 
as a model for other committees to address cross-committee issues. 

4. Both CCPR55 (2024) and CCPR56 (2025) and CCRVDF27 (2024) expressed their continued support 
for the work of the Joint EWG and the recommendation to convene a virtual meeting of the Joint EWG and 
virtual joint session of CCPR and CCRVDF. 
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