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MATTERS REFERRED TO THE COMMITTEE BY THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS 
COMMISSION AND/OR OTHER CODEX COMMITTEES 

A. 28TH SESSION OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION (ROME, ITALY, 4 – 9 JULY 2005).  
DECISIONS RELATED TO THE COMMITTEE ON PESTICIDE RESIDUES 

1. The 28th Session of the Codex Alimentarius Commission considered a number of issues and took 
decisions on various matters of its work.  For details see: 

2. http://www.codexalimentarius.net 
Draft Maximum Residue Limits for Pesticides at Step 8 and Step 5/81 

3. The Commission noted the concerns expressed by the Delegation of the European Community for the 
draft MRL for deltamethrin (135) on leafy vegetables regarding the acute intake and for the draft MRLs for 
carbosulfan (145) on mandarin, oranges and potato, which should be subject to further evaluation by JMPR 
of the opinion of the European Food Safety Authority on variability factors.  The Commission decided to 
return these MRLs to Step 6 for consideration by the Committee on Pesticide Residues and adopted all other 
draft MRLs as proposed by the Committee. 

4. The Delegation of Cuba expressed its reservation for the draft MRL for carbofuran (096) in maize for 
safety reasons, and for the draft the MRLs for clorpyrifos (017) for potatoes, which was higher than the 
national standard. 

Proposed Draft Interim MRLs Advanced for Adoption at Step 8 (I)2 

5. To the question raised by one delegation regarding the status of the Interim Codex MRLs under WTO, 
the Representative of WTO stated that Interim MRLs elaborated by Codex could assist Members when 
provisionally taking measures in accordance with Article 5.7 of the SPS Agreement.  This matter however 
was subject to interpretation by WTO Committees and the dispute settlement body. 

6. The Commission adopted the proposed draft Interim MRLs as proposed by the Committee, with the 
understanding that these MRLs would be valid for the period of four years.  The Delegation of the European 
Community reserved its position on this decision. 

                                                      
1  ALINORM 05/28/24, Appendix II and Appendix III. 
2  ALINORM 05/28/24, Appendix V. 
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Proposed Draft Maximum Residue Limits for Pesticides at Step 53 

7. The Chairperson of the CCPR informed the Commission that a number of MRLs for trifloxystrobin 
proposed by the 2004 JMPR and presented in the draft report of the Committee had been inadvertently 
omitted in Appendix VI of ALINORM 05/28/24.  The Commission adopted the proposed MRLs including 
the above at Step 5 and advanced them to Step 6.  

8. The CL 2005/41-PR distributed to the Codex Contact Points contains the list of omitted MRLs. 

Proposed Draft Maximum Residue Levels in/on Dried Chili Peppers and Spices 4 

9. The Commission adopted the proposed draft MRLs for Dried Chili peppers including the MRLs for 
spices at Step 5 and advanced them to Step 6.  The Commission noted that the MRL for monocrotophos 
(054) and pirimiphos-methyl (086) were already deleted by the CCPR and that the list of MRLs in Appendix 
VII of ALINORM 05/28/24 should be corrected accordingly. 

Proposed Draft Guidelines on the Estimation of Uncertainty of Results 5 

10. The Delegation of China expressed its concern regarding the estimation of uncertainty and indicated that 
the global food trade was impeded by the absence of internationally agreed value of confidence and 
compliance levels and suggested that this problem should be considered during further elaboration of the 
Guidelines by the Committee.  The Delegation of Argentina suggested to revise Sections 5.2.1 and 5.2.2 
regarding the established levels of confidence for exported products and for those traded in the domestic 
market to avoid creation of a double standard for foods depending on their destination.  

11. The Commission adopted the proposed draft Guidelines at Step 5 as proposed by the Committee and 
advanced them to Step 6 with the understanding that the above comments would be considered by the next 
Session of the Committee. 

Proposed Draft Risk Analysis Principles Applied by the Committee on Pesticide Residues6 

12. The Commission noted that concern regarding inconsistency between the proposed principle of the 
selection of experts for JMPR and the relevant principle for selection of experts presented in Working 
Principles for Risk Analysis for Application in the Framework of the Codex Alimentarius Commission 
would be considered during further elaboration of the document and adopted the Proposed Draft Risk 
Analysis Principles at Step 5 as proposed by the Committee. 

Codex Maximum Residue Limits for Pesticides Recommended for Revocation7 

13. The Commission noted that the draft MRL for deltamethrin (135) for leafy vegetables of 2 mg/kg had not 
been adopted at Step 8 and was returned to Step 6 for further consideration (see para. 3) and agreed to 
revoke the MRLs as proposed by the Committee, with the exception of the Codex MRL for deltamethrin 
(135) for Leafy vegetables (0.5 mg/kg).  

CONSIDERATION ON PROPOSALS FOR THE ELABORATION OF NEW STANDARDS AND RELATED TEXTS 

14. In relation to the CCPR, the Commission approved the new work on the Proposed Draft Revision of 
the Codex MRL Elaboration Procedure and Priority List of Chemicals for Evaluation and Re-evaluation 
by JMPR. 

OTHER MATTERS 

MRLs for Fruit Juices 

15. While adopting the Draft General Standard for Fruit Juices and Nectars, the Observer from IFU 
stated that most of the maximum residue limits for pesticide residues developed by the Committee on 
Pesticide Residues applied to raw agricultural commodities.  In addition, there were only a limited 
number of fruit juices for which maximum limits for certain pesticide residues had been established.  
                                                      
3  ALINORM 05/28/24, Appendix VI 
4  ALINORM 05/28/24, Appendix VII 
5  ALINORM 05/28/24, Appendix XII 
6  ALINORM 05/28/24, Appendix XIII 
7  ALINORM 05/28/24, Appendix VIII. 
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The Observer also indicated that the matter of how maximum pesticide residue limits for raw 
agricultural commodities could apply to their corresponding processed commodities should further be 
clarified by CCPR.  The Commission agreed to request CCPR to consider the opportunity for 
developing generally applicable guidance or principles in this matter. 

16. This matter could be considered on Agenda Item 11 “Establishment of MRLs for Processed and 
Ready-to-Eat Foods”. 
Future Work on Antimicrobial Resistance8 

17. While considering this matter, the Commission agreed, in principle, to the establishment of an ad 
hoc Intergovernmental Task Force to deal with the issue related to antimicrobial resistance.  It was 
agreed that a final decision as to its establishment would be taken at the next session.  In order to 
facilitate this decision, the Commission agreed that the Codex Secretariat in collaboration with FAO 
and WHO would prepare a Circular Letter based on the proposal in LIM 32, taking account the above 
discussion, in order to request comments on what should be the specific terms of reference of such a 
Task Force.  
Designation of countries responsible for appointing the Chairpersons of Codex Committees and Ad 
Hoc Task Forces 

18. The Delegation of the Netherlands informed the Commission that the country would not wish to host 
the Committee on Food Additives after the splitting of the current Committee on Food Additives and 
Contaminants, as well as the Committee on Pesticide Residues after its next session in 2006. 

                                                      
8  ALINORM 05/28/3, paras 42-52; ALINORM 05/28/3A, paras 70-74; CAC/28 LIM. 32 (Summary of the 

informal sharing of ideas regarding proposed terms of reference for future Codex work on antimicrobial 
resistance). 


