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SUMMARY AND STATUS OF WORK 

Responsible 
party 

Purpose Text/Topic Paragraph 

CAC48 Adoption 

 Proposed amendments to paragraph 8, paragraph 12 
and Part 7 of Section 2.1 Procedures for the 
elaboration of Codex standards and related texts of the 
Codex Procedural Manual.  

57 i., 
Appendix IV 

CAC48 Adoption 
Proposed changes to Sections 2.1, 2.11, 6.1 and 7.2 
of the Codex Procedural Manual. 

43 i., 
Appendix III 

 

CAC48 Adoption 
Proposed changes to Sections 3.1-3.3 of the Codex 
Procedural Manual.  

38 ii., 
Appendix II 

 

CAC48 Adoption 
Proposed changes to Section 3.4 of the Codex 
Procedural Manual. 

74 i., 
Appendix VI 

 

CAC48 Adoption 

Proposed change to the “Principles concerning the 
participation of international non-governmental 
organizations in the work of the Codex Alimentarius 
Commission” of the Codex Procedural Manual. 

63 i., 
Appendix V 

CAC48 Consideration 

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.  

38 v. 

CAC Action 
Provide a clear statement of tasks and timeframe 
when assigning work to be conducted by 
correspondence. 

74 ii. 

CAC Attention 

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.  

74 iii. 

CCEXEC 

 
Consideration  

Monitor the application of Part 7 of Section 2.1 of the 
Codex Procedural Manual in the critical review 
process, and if needed request CAC to refer the issue 
back to CCGP for further consideration.  

57 ii. 

Codex 
Secretariat, 

Legal offices of 
FAO and WHO 

Consideration 

In collaboration with the legal offices of FAO and WHO, 
consider the proposals for further amendments of the 
double representation clause, and present a review for 
consideration by a future session of CCGP. 

63 ii. 

Codex 
Secretariat 

 

Action 

 

Harmonize references to standards throughout the 
Codex Procedural Manual and to ensure that the link 
to the membership of CAC was more visible in 
Section 6 of the Codex Procedural Manual. 

43 iv. 

Codex 
Secretariat, 
CCGP35  

 

Action 

Continue the discussion on resource-efficient 
practices in the review of new work proposals, 
including those for which there may not be a relevant 
existing or active committee that might undertake their 
technical review based upon an updated document 
from the Codex Secretariat taking into account the 
proposals and feedback from delegates at CCGP34.  

68 iii. 
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CCPR Action 
Consider the comments from CL 2024/27-GP related 
to Section 4.8 “Risk analysis principles applied by the 
Codex Committee on Pesticide Residues”. 

43 v. 

Members Support 

Advocate for the continued support of Codex work in 
FAO and WHO Governing Bodies; and to support the 
proposed increase in the Codex budget at the FAO 
Governing Bodies. 

15 iii., iv. 

Members, 
CCGP35 

Action 
Continue their review through an EWG chaired by the 
United States and co-chaired by Spain and Panama, 
working in English and Spanish. 

38 viii. 

New Zealand 
and the United 

States of 
America 

Action 

 Prepare a discussion paper to address the ongoing 
relevance of reference to IDF in Step 2 of the uniform 
procedures for the elaboration of Codex standards and 
related texts. 

43 iii. 

Uruguay, Côte 
d’Ivoire, El 
Salvador, 

Senegal and the 
United States of 

America 

Action 
Prepare a discussion paper on virtual meetings for 
further consideration by CAC. 

38 vii.  

United Kingdom, 
Codex 

Secretariat  
Discussion 

 Continue discussing the potential way forward of the 
proposal for a centralized glossary of Codex terms with 
the Codex Secretariat. 

75-76 

Members and 
Chairpersons 

Discussion 
Informal initial discussions on the use of reservations 
among committee chairpersons to exchange 
experiences. 

81 
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INTRODUCTION 

1. The Codex Committee on General Principles (CCGP) held its Thirty-fourth Session (CCGP34) in Lille, France, 
from 2 to 6 June 2025, at the kind invitation of the Government of France. Mr Jean-Luc Angot, General 
Inspector of Veterinary Public Health at the French Ministry of Agriculture and Food Sovereignty, France, 
chaired the session, which was attended by 63 Member Countries, one Member Organization and 
eight Observer organizations. The list of participants is included in Appendix I.  

OPENING 

2. Ms Annie Genevard, Minister of Agriculture and Food Sovereignty, welcomed the participants by recalling that 
2025 marked the 60th anniversary of CCGP, and underscored its pivotal role in strengthening expertise and 
methodological rigour, which is crucial for safeguarding consumer health and ensuring fair practices in 
international food trade. Ms Genevard noted that France had had the honour to host and chair CCGP since its 
inception, reaffirming the nation's unwavering commitment to Codex's foundational values and its important 
role in global food safety. The Minister also stressed the responsibility to adapt Codex to contemporary and 
future challenges, noting that consumer expectations globally demanded greater transparency, sustainability, 
and better health protection. She concluded by emphasizing that evolving Codex procedures would strengthen 
international standard-setting, ensure inclusivity, and maintain its global authority, while preserving its core 
strengths of rigour, transparency, inclusivity, and science. 

3. Ms Véronique Louwagie, Minister Delegate for Trade, Crafts, Small and Medium-Sized Enterprises and the 
Social and Solidarity Economy, also addressed CCGP34 via a video message. She noted that ensuring food 
safety and security remained a constant challenge in increasingly complex global supply chains. Ms Louwagie 
underscored the pivotal role of Codex in this context, noting that Codex embodied a shared commitment to fair 
practices in the food trade, economic equity, and sustainable development, by establishing science-based 
standards. Ms Louwagie highlighted the crucial contribution of Codex to combating food fraud, thereby 
improving consumers’ trust and bolstering the integrity of food supply chains by supporting compliant food 
business operators.  

4. Dr Emmanuelle Soubeyran, Director-General of the World Organisation for Animal Health (WOAH), addressed 
CCGP34 and highlighted how WOAH standards, together with those of Codex and the International Plant 
Protection Convention (IPPC) shared the same scientific rigour, institutional legitimacy, and the common 
purpose of protecting health and ensuring fair practices in trade. Dr Soubeyran affirmed that WOAH stood 
firmly alongside Codex to face shared challenges, united by a vision of a world where authoritative, science-
based and implementable standards protect the health of all. 

5. Ms Catherine Bessy, Senior Food Safety Officer, and Dr Moez Sanaa, Head of Unit, welcomed the attendees 
on behalf of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) and the World Health 
Organization (WHO), respectively.  Dr Allan Azegele, Chairperson, Codex Alimentarius Commission (CAC), 
and Dr Sarah Cahill, Codex Secretary, also addressed the Committee. 

Division of competence1 

6. CCGP34 noted the division of competence between the European Union and its Member States, according to 
paragraph 5, Rule II, of the Rules of Procedure of CAC. 

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (Agenda item 1)2 

7. CCGP34 adopted the provisional agenda as its agenda for the session and agreed to consider the following 
topics under Agenda item 9 (Other business), subject to the availability of time: 

 A proposal for a centralized Codex glossary (prepared by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland).  

 A discussion paper on the use of “reservations” in Codex proceedings (prepared by Egypt, Oman and 
Tunisia). 

MATTERS ARISING FROM THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION AND ITS SUBSIDIARY BODIES 
(Agenda item 2)3  

8. The Codex Secretariat introduced this item, summarizing the matters for information, and highlighting the 
matters for action and the initiatives that had already been taken to address these, noting that some would be 
further addressed during this session. 

                                                
1 GP34/CRD01 
2 CX/GP 25/34/1; CRD03 (United Kingdom); CRD20 (Egypt, Oman, and Tunisia) 
3 CX/GP 25/34/2; CRD04 (Kenya); CRD11(Nigeria); CRD12 (Russian Federation); CRD13 (Panama); CRD14 (Senegal) 
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Conclusion 

9. CCGP34 noted the matters for information as contained in document CX/GP 25/34/2, and that the matters for 
action referred to in paragraphs 11.i, 12.iii, 15, 17 and 16 of the same document would be addressed under 
Agenda items 4.1, 4.2, 6, 7 and 8, respectively. 

INFORMATION ON ACTIVITIES OF FAO AND WHO RELEVANT TO THE WORK OF CCGP (Agenda 
item 3)4 

10. The Representative of FAO drew Members’ attention to the upcoming 44th Session of the FAO Conference 
(2025), and the related discussions on the Programme of Work and Budget (PWB) 2026−2027, including their 
impact on the funding of food safety and Codex work. She also shared the key thematic components for this 
work, as reflected in the relevant Priority Programme Areas of the FAO Strategic Framework 2022−2031. The 
Representative of WHO, further referred to the ongoing work on the agrifood system transformation agenda, 
including how food safety fit within it. Progress made on the development of the Codex e-learning courses was 
also highlighted. 

11. The Representative of WHO noted that the Codex Trust Fund (CTF) was experiencing serious financial 
constraints and that the current funding was insufficient to implement the programme as planned. Limited 
donor support had allowed completion of some ongoing projects, but new initiatives could not start and several 
active projects were paused. He further noted that CTF remained focused on maximizing outcomes and 
impact, and that a comprehensive review of the current situation, with a view to identify alternatives beyond 
the CTF, was underway. Members were encouraged to support this strategic reflection. 

12. The Representative of WHO recalled that a WHO restructuring exercise took place in 2025, and that normative 
work on food safety and nutrition was prioritized across all levels of the Organization. The WHO Food Safety 
Strategy (2022–2030) implementation, which was underway, supported countries through new impact 
indicators, the WHO Alliance for Food Safety, a roadmap tool, and a new publication on return on investment 
in foodborne disease surveillance. 

13. Members expressed appreciation for the work of FAO and WHO in supporting development and application of 
Codex standards, and made the following comments: 

 requested a more detailed update on the Seventy-eighth World Health Assembly (WHA78) that was 
held in May 2025, in particular on topics linked to Codex work; 

 recalled that a proposal to increase the Codex-related biennial budget by USD 0.5 million was included 
in the FAO PWB 2026−2027, which would be discussed at the FAO Conference in 2025, and 
encouraged Members to support this proposal;    

 underscored the great importance that the CTF had for several Members in increasing their 
participation in Codex work and developing capacities at the country level;  

 noted that there were several Members who were eligible, some with approved projects, that could 
not benefit from the CTF;   

 noted the importance of the repository of documents related to CTF, including success stories, that 
could benefit other Members, and encouraged FAO and WHO to continue obtaining stories from CTF 
participating countries; 

 encouraged WHO to continue its resource mobilization efforts with a view to diversifying CTF funding, 
and that FAO and WHO explore other ways of funding such initiatives; and   

 noted that a CRD had been submitted to the Codex Secretariat by coordinators requesting that a 
discussion be held at CCEXEC88 on the budgetary situation of Codex, including that of the joint 
FAO/WHO scientific expert bodies, and any possible impact on the delivery of the Codex work plan.   

14. The Representatives of FAO and WHO thanked Members for their support. The Representative of WHO noted 
that there were no specific discussions linked to Codex work at WHA78, but underlined that normative work 
on food safety and nutrition was included in the Global Health Strategy and Fourteenth General Programme 
of Work 2025–2028 (GPW14). Regarding resource mobilization for the CTF, he noted the efforts to reach non-
traditional donors and highlighted that it was difficult to engage new donors when the current CTF cycle (2015–
2027) was coming to its end.  

Conclusion 

15. CCGP34: 

i. noted the updates from FAO and WHO and expressed appreciation for the support to the development 

                                                
4 CX/GP 25/34/3; CRD04 (Kenya); CRD13 (Panama); CRD14 (Senegal) 
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and application of Codex standards; 

ii. noted the positive impact of CTF for Members and the concerns regarding its financial situation, and 
the need to explore alternative mechanisms to continue supporting Members in their participation in 
Codex work; 

iii. recognized the importance of Codex work, and encouraged Members to advocate for the continued 
support of Codex work in FAO and WHO Governing Bodies; and 

iv. encouraged Members to support the proposed increase in the Codex budget at the FAO Governing 
Bodies. 

CODEX PROCEDURAL MANUAL: REVIEW OF THE PROCEDURES IN SECTION 3: GUIDELINES FOR 
SUBSIDIARY BODIES (Agenda item 4.1)5 

16. The United States of America, as chair of the host secretariat’s working group, speaking also on behalf of 
France as co-chair of the working group, presented the outcome of the review undertaken. Noting that more 
than 250 comments were received in response to CL 2025/33-GP, the chair and co-chair of the working group 
had prepared an updated proposal for amendments as contained in CRD18. 

17. As proposed by the chairperson, CCGP34 agreed to use CRD18 as the basis for discussion. 

Discussion  

Overall comments 

18. Members welcomed the work undertaken and expressed the following views: 

 recognition that some of the proposed changes to Section 3 also concerned other sections of the 
Codex Procedural Manual; and 

 recognition of virtual tools as an increasingly important modality for Codex work, with both benefits, in 
terms of inclusivity, transparency and cost-efficiency, and challenges, such as working across different 
time-zones and connectivity.  

19. The Codex Secretariat and some Members noted the importance of focusing on necessary updates and trying 
to ensure that any changes did not lead to unintended consequences. 

Specific issues 

Paragraph 5 and the proposal to include references to co-chairpersons and assistants 

20. While some Members questioned the need to include a reference to assistants, CCGP34 agreed to include 
such a reference without mentioning that they should be nationals from the host country.  

Paragraph 9 and the proposal to refer to a virtual format  

21. Members expressed the following views: 

 the use of virtual tools was already a reality, and it was important that this reality was reflected in 
Codex procedures; 

 the need for clarification and transparency on how to interpret “place”, particularly in the case of a 
committee being convened in-person with the option of remote participation; 

 the importance of having flexibility regarding the modality for the conduct of Codex meetings and clarity 
on this flexibility within the Codex Procedural Manual;  

 the issue was complex and multilayered, and the technologies evolving; 

 the need for a cautious approach, taking the necessary time to make appropriate updates; 

 the current language in the Codex Procedural Manual did not prohibit use of virtual tools, and therefore 
it could be considered that there was no impediment to their use; 

 the CAC44 decision that place of session could be interpreted as a “virtual” setting for subsidiary 
bodies currently provided flexibility regarding the use of virtual tools; 

 consideration of the introduction of a virtual format should be done in a pragmatic yet progressive way; 

                                                
5 CX/GP 25/34/4; CX/GP 25/34/4 Add.1; CRD02 (Codex Secretariat); CRD05 (Brazil, India, Indonesia, Philippines, South 
Africa, and Thailand); CRD11 (Nigeria); CRD12 (Russian Federation); CRD13 (Panama); CRD14 (Senegal); CRD15 
(Uganda); CRD16 (El Salvador); CRD18 (United States of America and France); CRD19 (African Union); CRD21 (Ghana); 
CRD22 (Burundi); CRD24 (IUFoST) 
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 virtual modality increased inclusiveness and participation and was cost-saving; 

 the importance of including clear rules about virtual meetings in the Codex Procedural Manual; 

 virtual modalities were used to facilitate discussions in an effective manner and promoted 
inclusiveness and were therefore in line with the core values of Codex; 

 the need to further consult the legal offices of FAO and WHO to better understand the legal framework 
in which these modalities would be applied; 

 the need to ensure that CAC as an Article VI body of FAO was not deviating from the legal framework 
of FAO or WHO; 

 the need to acknowledge the different needs and challenges of Codex, including the large number of 
meetings per year, and whether it was necessary to wait for further guidance from FAO and WHO 
before making changes to Codex procedures with regard to virtual meeting modalities; 

 CAC subsidiary bodies differed from other governing meetings of FAO and WHO in that they were 
hosted by Member countries and not always held in places with permanent missions of Members, thus 
necessitating clearer rules on meeting formats; 

 a mixed approach could also be considered, with virtual meetings used to address routine matters, while 
in-person meetings would handle critical issues; 

 while virtual meetings might be more cost-effective, hybrid meetings (with in-person and remote 
participation options) did not reduce costs for host countries, rather increased them. Hybrid meetings 
also presented additional challenges for chairpersons in handling the meeting; and the importance of 
involving the broader Codex membership in future discussions related to the use of virtual formats. 

22. In response to comments related to the legal framework, the Codex Secretariat clarified that according to the 
legal offices of FAO and WHO, it was necessary to ensure consistency between the procedural rules of the 
governing bodies of FAO and WHO and the procedural rules of the statutory bodies established under their 
legal frameworks. Noting that neither the parent organizations’ frameworks nor the Codex Procedural Manual 
explicitly provided for virtual meetings, the Codex Secretariat reminded CCGP34 that there was possibility to 
use flexibility on a case-by-case basis, as demonstrated during CAC47 where the "methods for work" 
document, endorsed by Codex Members, allowed virtual engagement. The Codex Secretariat also recalled 
that during the COVID-19 pandemic, the concept of a "place of meeting" was interpreted by CAC44 to include 
virtual settings, allowing subsidiary body meetings to proceed accordingly. The Codex Secretariat underlined 
the need to carefully assess potential limitations in current procedures, proposed amendments and the 
consequential benefits of changes, noting that any amendments would require further consultation with FAO 
and WHO.  

23. The chairperson noted the good experience Codex had had, to date, in using virtual technology, including 
holding virtual meetings, the significant interest of a large number of Members to include explicit reference to 
virtual meetings in the Codex Procedural Manual, and the need for clarification on how to interpret “place” of 
meeting. He also pointed out that holding a virtual session of a Codex subsidiary body was allowed. The 
chairperson highlighted that Codex was member-driven, and that Members could also influence discussions 
and decisions in the governing bodies of FAO and WHO, noting that there were numerous arguments in 
support of virtual meetings, including the number of Codex meetings convened annually. The chairperson also 
mentioned artificial intelligence and how this could potentially be applied in Codex, and that this was a possible 
topic for discussion at CCGP35.  

24. Several options were considered regarding next steps, including minor changes to the Codex Procedural 
Manual to serve as a reminder or placeholder for future revisions, or further work to better define the procedural 
and other challenges regarding virtual meetings and how these might be addressed.  

25. A discussion paper outlining the issues and challenges related to virtual working modalities, including the link 
to the legal frameworks of FAO and WHO, could lead to a way forward for further consideration by CAC. 
Uruguay volunteered to take the lead on developing such a discussion paper, taking into consideration 
comments made at CCGP34. Côte d’Ivoire, El Salvador, Senegal and the United States of America expressed 
interest in working together with Uruguay in this endeavour. The importance of ensuring that further discussion 
on virtual working modalities be inclusive, and in a forum open to all Members such CCGP, was highlighted.  

26. CCGP34 also agreed to an amendment to paragraph 9 that would somehow capture the possibility of different 
meeting modalities, adding “and how” in the first sentence so that it read: “A host country is consulted by the 
Directors-General of FAO and WHO before they determine when, where and how a session of this committee 
shall be convened”. 

Paragraph 22 and working languages 
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27. It was clarified that as Rule XIV of the Rules of Procedure of CAC referred to working languages rather than 
official languages, and for consistency, Section 3 should also use the term “working languages” throughout.  

Proposed new paragraph on conference room documents 

28. CCGP34 supported the inclusion of this proposed new paragraph. 

Paragraph 32 and reference to Observer countries 

29. Regarding the proposal to delete reference to Observer countries in paragraph 32, Members expressed 
different views. The Codex Secretariat clarified that there were two categories of Observer countries – 
countries of a different region attending a coordinating committee meeting, and countries not being a Member 
of Codex, but a Member of FAO and/or WHO, attending a Codex meeting. It was also clarified that the 
paragraph did not deal with decision-making but rather the recording of views on the decision that had been 
taken by Members. 

30. Members agreed to keep the existing text with the addition of “from Members” following the first word 
“delegations” to clarify that it referred to Member delegations. 

Paragraph 33 and reference to economic impact statements 

31. Concerns were noted regarding the potential misunderstanding of the term economic impact statements. 
However, based on clarification that this paragraph referred to comments regarding economic interests made 
by Members within the context of a Codex meeting and as described in Step 5 of the Uniform procedure for 
the elaboration of Codex standards and related texts, it was agreed to retain the existing text. 

Paragraph 36 and reference to Step 5/8 

32. In light of the inclusion of a specific reference to Step 5/8 in paragraph 6 of Section 2.1, it was agreed to include 
reference to Step 5/8 in Section 3.2. 

Paragraph 48 and proposal to add a footnote regarding the Member Organization’s right to vote 

33. A Member proposed the inclusion of a footnote containing the same text as in footnote ii to Rule II.7 of the 
Rules of Procedure of CAC to clarify and serve as a reminder of Member Organization’s or Member States’ 
right to vote and the practice of reflecting the views of the party not having the right to vote in the report. As 
other Members argued that this would be an unnecessary duplication of text from Rule II, it was agreed to 
leave the text unchanged.     

Reference to proposed draft and draft standards 

34. CCGP34 noted the inconsistent use of the terms “proposed draft”, “draft standards” and “proposed standards” 
throughout the Codex Procedural Manual and encouraged harmonization of this terminology in the Codex 
Procedural Manual for consideration by CCGP35. 

Paragraph 54 and reference to concern forms 

35. Members expressed varying views on the proposed reference to concern forms that were currently used by 
the Codex Committee on Pesticide Residues (CCPR) and the Codex Committee on Residues of Veterinary 
Drugs in Foods (CCRVDF) as a means for Members to express any concerns they might have regarding the 
scientific advice received and provide any other relevant data, and described in the risk analysis principles for 
these committees in Section 4: Risk analysis. It was agreed not to add a new bullet point but rather refer to 
concern forms under b) iii.  

36. A Member noted that any measures a committee considers to facilitate consensus should align with those 
outlined for CAC in Appendix 1.3 of the Codex Procedural Manual. 

Sections 3.5: Guidelines on physical working groups and 3.6: Guidelines on electronic working groups 

37. Members expressed support for continuing the review of these guidelines to align with current practices 
building upon the comments provided in preparation for CCGP34. There was consensus to maintain separate 
guidelines, for physical working groups (PWGs) and electronic working groups (EWGs) while reflecting the 
relationships between the two. The Codex Secretariat underlined that the updated guidelines for the Codex 
Procedural Manual should remain as high-level procedural guidelines and not include detailed information on 
operational matters, as covered in the handbook for EWGs. 

Conclusion 

38. CCGP34: 

i. thanked the host secretariats for the thorough and extensive work on reviewing Section 3; 

ii. Agreed to forward the proposed changes to Sections 3.1-3.3 to CAC48 for adoption (Appendix II); and 



REP25/GP  6 

iii. Requested the Codex Secretariat to propose harmonization of the terminology related to “proposed 
draft” and “draft” standards in the Codex Procedural Manual for consideration by CCGP35. 

Regarding virtual meeting modalities, CCGP34:  

iv. noted the strong interest on the use of virtual modalities in convening Codex meetings; 

v. 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; 

vi. noted the importance of inclusiveness in future discussions, in a forum open to all Members such as 
CCGP; and 

vii. noted the willingness of Uruguay together with Côte d’Ivoire, El Salvador, Senegal and the United 
States of America to prepare a discussion paper on virtual meetings for further consideration by CAC. 

Regarding Sections 3.5 and 3.6, CCGP34: 

viii. agreed to continue their review through an EWG chaired by the United States of America and co-
chaired by Spain and Panama, working in English and Spanish, with the following terms of reference: 

o propose updates to Sections 3.5 and 3.6 to align with current practices, covering all working 
modalities including virtual; 

o use the comments from CCGP34 as a basis for the review; and 

o submit the EWG report three months prior to CCGP35. 

CODEX PROCEDURAL MANUAL: REVIEW OF INCONSISTENCIES IN LANGUAGE AND SUPERSEDED 
CONTENT, APART FROM SECTION 3 (Agenda item 4.2)6 

39. The Codex Secretariat introduced CX/GP 25/34/5 as a follow-up to the recommendation by CCGP33 and the 
approval by CAC46 to issue a circular letter (CL) to gather comments and proposals on inconsistencies in 
language and superseded content within the Codex Procedural Manual. Comments in response to 
CL 2024/27-GP issued in March 2024, were published for CAC47, as CX/CAC 24/47/2 Add.1, Annex 1. 

40. The Codex Secretariat explained that the working document for CCGP34 included two appendices. Appendix I 
consolidated the feedback related to superseded sections of the Codex Procedural Manual (part B of the CL), 
with commentary and proposed follow-up actions, when relevant, presented for CCGP34’s consideration.  

41. For the purpose of transparency, a second appendix to document CX/GP 25/34/5 detailed editorial changes 
that had been made or were planned for subsequent editions of the Codex Procedural Manual. 

Discussion 

42. Members welcomed the work carried out by the Codex Secretariat and were generally in agreement with the 
proposed follow-up, and made the following comments and suggestions:  

 Final adoption of Codex texts with the omission of Steps 6 and 7 was commonly referred to as adoption 
at Step 5/8, although this was not specifically mentioned in the Codex Procedural Manual. Noting the 
practice that had evolved, the need to include an explicit description of this in Section 2, paragraph 6 
for clarity was recognized. 

 References to both “standards” and “standards and related texts” appeared in the Codex Procedural 
Manual inconsistently, and these terminologies should be harmonised throughout.  

 The use of accurate and consistent language and terminology throughout the Codex Procedural 
Manual was crucial to making it clear to read. It was proposed to replace the phrase “the endorsement 
procedure” with “the endorsement, by the relevant committee,” in paragraph 19b(ii) of Part 2 in 
Section 2.1 because there was no specific endorsement procedure.  

 The need for an explicit reference to the International Dairy Federation (IDF) in Step 2 of both the 
Uniform procedure and the Uniform accelerated procedure for the elaboration of Codex standards and 
related texts was questioned, suggesting that the last statement in Step 2 be deleted, noting that all 
Observers had the possibility to contribute to all standard setting discussions. Others recalled the 
historical relevance of this and the need for careful review and consideration before making any 
changes to Step 2 of the uniform procedures. It was thus suggested to further discuss this at a future 
session.  

                                                
6 CX/GP 25/34/5; CRD02 (Codex Secretariat); CRD06 (Brazil, EU, India, Indonesia, Kenya, South Africa, and Thailand); 
CRD11 (Nigeria); CRD12 (Russian Federation); CRD13 (Panama); CRD14 (Senegal); CRD15 (Uganda) 
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 A proposal was made to undertake a review of Section 2.1, together with the criteria for the 
establishment of work priorities described in Section 2.3 and the criteria applicable to commodities 
described in Section 2.4, in particular relating to new work proposals, and that the Codex Secretariat 
put on hold the development of guidelines for new work proposals until such a review was completed. 
In response, it was highlighted that this proposal went beyond the scope of the current work, and it 
might be more appropriate to wait until the guidelines were developed and Members gained 
experience with them before considering procedural updates. The Codex Secretariat indicated that 
work on the guidelines, which had been requested by Members on several occasions, was already 
ongoing. The guidelines would provide an overview of current procedures and practices regarding new 
work proposals as well as guidance on preparing discussion papers and project documents. A draft 
would be available at the end of 2025. The chairperson proposed that it would be useful to consult 
Members on the content when the draft would be available. 

 The need to ensure that Section 4.8 was clear and consistent with Section 2 was highlighted. Noting 
that this section had been developed by CCPR, it was considered appropriate that the comments be 
reviewed by that Committee. 

 The value of retaining Section 6 was questioned given its reduced content since the list of Members 
was moved to the Codex webpage. Furthermore, some of the functions of the Codex contact points 
(CCPs) were considered to be outdated and in need of revision. In this regard, a Member noted the 
importance of keeping Section 6 in the Codex Procedural Manual as it established the core functions 
of CCPs. It was noted that Members could make explicit proposals at a future date.  

 Reference to “seminar” in Section 7 could be deleted noting that it was superfluous and not a 
commonly used term. 

 A Member highlighted a transcription error in paragraph 17 of Section 7, noting that the cross-reference 
should be updated from paragraph 16 a) to paragraph 16 c) i. 

Conclusion 

43. CCGP34: 

i. agreed to forward the proposed changes to Sections 2.1, 2.11, 6.1 and 7.2, of the Codex Procedural 
Manual to CAC48 for adoption (Appendix III); 

ii. noted the editorial updates as presented in Appendix II of CX/GP 25/34/5; 

iii. noted that New Zealand with the support of the United States of America would prepare a discussion 
paper to address the ongoing relevance of reference to IDF in Step 2 of the uniform procedures for 
the elaboration of Codex standards and related texts; 

iv. requested the Codex Secretariat to harmonize references to standards throughout the Codex 
Procedural Manual and to ensure that the link to the membership of CAC was more visible in Section 6; 
and 

v. agreed to forward the comments from CL 2024/27-GP related to Section 4.8 “Risk analysis principles 
applied by the Codex Committee on Pesticide Residues” to CCPR for their consideration.  

CODEX PROCEDURAL MANUAL: UPDATE TO THE GUIDE TO THE PROCEDURE FOR THE 
AMENDMENT AND REVISION OF CODEX STANDARDS AND RELATED TEXTS (Agenda item 5)7 

Introduction 

44. Combining comments from the discussion at CCGP33 where an initial proposal was made, with comments 
received through CL 2024/25-GP, the Codex Secretariat presented an updated proposal to the guide to 
paragraphs within Section 2.1 of the Codex Procedural Manual, including Part 7: Guide to the procedure for 
the amendment and revision of Codex standards and related texts. The Codex Secretariat noted that the key 
issues, identified through discussion and comments, included the need for clearer definitions for terminology 
such as revision and amendment, improved workflows, enhanced transparency of updates, and version 
control.   

45. Acknowledging the complexity and diversity of edits regularly made to Codex standards, the Codex Secretariat 
highlighted that the proposal prioritized guidance that clarified definitions without disrupting established 
practices. While recognizing Members were seeking clear and linear solutions that linked each type of update 

                                                
7 CX/GP 25/34/6 Rev1; CRD07 (European Union, India, Indonesia, Kenya, South Africa and Thailand); CRD11 (Nigeria); 
CRD12 (Russian Federation); CRD13 (Panama); CRD14 (Senegal); CRD15 (Uganda) 
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(correction, amendment and revision) to a singular process, the proposal avoided imposing inflexible rules and 
instead sought to balance precision with pragmatic implementation. 

46. Alignment of Codex standards with FAO publishing policies, a requirement for all Codex publications, was also 
addressed. Due to the adoption of the FAO Publications Taxonomy, Codex standards can be published in the 
FAO Knowledge Repository while maintaining revision history and benefitting from improved versioning, 
traceability, metadata, and access metrics. 

47. To facilitate understanding of the proposed definitions for correction, amendment and revision examples of 
their application were presented. Through the example of the Standard for named vegetable oils (CXS 210-
1999), where the value for fatty acid C16:1 for pistachio oil had been corrected to ND –2.0 from of ND –0.2 in 
2023, the correction type “incorrect transcription” was illustrated. The example also provided a sample of the 
placement of corrigenda for corrections and the notation for amendments and revisions. Amendment was 
illustrated through four simultaneous amendments to the Standard for canned sardines and sardine-type 
products (CXS 94-1981) in 2024. Revision was exemplified through the Standard for olive oils and olive 
pomace oils (CXS 33-1981), which was revised in 2024 and qualified as a revision because the update 
impacted more than a limited number of provisions, therefore disqualifying it from being an amendment. 

Discussion 

48. Members welcomed the work carried out by the Codex Secretariat, and while there was general support for 
the proposal, a Member questioned if it was needed and remarked on potential consequential changes to 
terminology within other paragraphs of Part 2: Critical review.  

49. The importance of notifying CAC and the relevant subsidiary bodies of corrections was highlighted, and text 
to support this was added to paragraphs 25 and 32 of Part 7. 

50. Within the definition of corrections, it was decided to include “typographical” in the introductory sentence of 
correction, to improve clarity.  

51. The word “incomplete” was also added when referring to correcting transcription errors to account for missing 
text as well as incorrectly transcribed text.  

52. It was noted that there may be value, or even the need, in the future to add more detail to the requirements of 
the corrigendum that is required for corrected texts – and also the notation of amendment and revision for 
amended or revised texts – for ease of application.  

53. Some concerns remained regarding the clarity of the distinction between amendment and revision. Specifically, 
the last item in the definition of amendment was considered broad and widely applicable and therefore difficult 
to discern from a revision, although there was acknowledgment that it was trying to reflect existing practices. 
The Codex Secretariat provided some examples of the type of amendment that the last item aimed to cover 
and where a project document was not needed. One such example related to alignment practices of food 
additive provisions in commodity standards with the General standard for food additives (CXS 192-1995) 
where the work of the Codex Committee on Food Additives (CCFA) can lead to changes in maximum levels 
(MLs) in relevant commodity standards. The Codex Secretariat further noted that such amendments were 
subject to thorough discussion in the relevant subsidiary body before they were recommended for adoption by 
CAC. Members considered that inclusion of such contextual information would provide further clarity.  

54. Clarity was requested in relation to editorial changes referred to in the definition of amendment. The example 
of the Standard for canned sardines and sardine-type products (CXS 94-1981) was provided where the text 
was updated with the replacement of four scientific names of sardines. This editorial update was not a 
correction as it was not fixing an error but rather reflecting an evolution in scientific nomenclature, and therefore 
fell into the category of amendment.  

55. The need for ongoing monitoring on the application of the revised definitions through the critical review was 
proposed as a means of determining if the procedures laid out fulfilled the objective of simplifying the labelling 
of updates and promoting consistent applicability. The identification of any issues could serve as the basis for 
further discussion. 

56. Paragraph 31b was amended to clarify that adoption could occur at either Step 5 or Step 8. 

Conclusion 

57. CCGP34: 

i. agreed to forward to CAC48 for adoption the proposed amendments to paragraph 8, paragraph 12 
and Part 7 of Section 2.1 Procedures for the elaboration of Codex standards and related texts 
(Appendix IV); and   

ii. proposed that CCEXEC monitor the application of part 7 of Section 2.1 of the Codex Procedural 
Manual in the critical review process, and if needed request CAC to refer the issue back to CCGP for 
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further consideration. 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE PRINCIPLES CONCERNING THE PARTICIPATION OF 
INTERNATIONAL NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS IN THE WORK OF THE CODEX 
ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION (Agenda item 6)8  

58. The Codex Secretariat introduced the item noting the potential misinterpretation of the “Principles concerning 
the participation of international non-governmental organizations in the work of the Codex Alimentarius 
Commission” of the Codex Procedural Manual, Section 7 with regards to the double representation clause. 
The Codex Secretariat explained that the double representation clause as currently placed in the text, might 
imply that it did not apply to INGOs having status with FAO and/or in official relations with WHO. To address 
this, a new heading, “Relations between international non-governmental organizations holding Observer status 
with Codex”, was proposed to be inserted above paragraph 24 to clarify that the clause applied to all INGOs 
with Observer status with Codex, aligning with current practices. 

59. The Codex Secretariat recalled that the proposal, developed with FAO and WHO Legal Offices, had been 
endorsed by CCEXEC86, which had also requested that further consideration be given to the application of 
the double representation clause under the next review of INGOs with Observer status with Codex, scheduled 
for the end of 2026. 

Discussion 

60. In response to proposals to amend paragraph 24, including introducing new language as outlined in CRD17, 
and removing the term “normally” to enhance clarity of the double representation clause, the Codex Secretariat 
advised on the need for careful consideration of any proposed changes. The Codex Secretariat advised that 
these proposed changes could be considered as part of the analysis of the application of the clause within the 
context of the next review of INGOs with Observer status with Codex. 

61. In response to a question related to the timeframe of this review, the Codex Secretariat recalled that the Codex 
Procedural Manual indicated that a review should be carried out every four years.  

62. The conclusion of CAC46, which encouraged INGOs holding Observer status with Codex to actively provide 
information on their membership in other organizations in accordance with the Codex Procedural Manual was 
recalled.   

Conclusion 

63. CCGP34: 

i. agreed to recommend that CAC48 adopt the proposed change to the “Principles concerning the 
participation of international non-governmental organizations in the work of the Codex Alimentarius 
Commission” of the Codex Procedural Manual (Appendix V); and 

ii. requested the Codex Secretariat to consider, in collaboration with the legal offices of FAO and WHO, 
the proposals for further amendments of the double representation clause, and present a review for 
consideration by a future session of CCGP. 

CODEX PROCEDURAL MANUAL: REVIEW OF THE POTENTIAL USE OF EXISTING PROVISIONS TO 
PROMOTE MORE RESOURCE-EFFICIENT PRACTICES IN THE REVIEW OF NEW-WORK PROPOSALS 
WHICH DO NOT FALL WITHIN THE REMIT OF AN ACTIVE CODEX COMMITTEE (Agenda item 7)9 

64. The Codex Secretariat introduced this item underlining that in an increasingly resource-constrained 
environment, making optimal use of existing structures was important. CCEXEC87 had recalled that for new 
work proposals for which the relevant committee was adjourned sine die, there was a need to seek the views 
of Members and Observers on the need for the new work and facilitate technical discussion on the content of 
any new work, and that this should be done in an inclusive, timely and resource-efficient way. 

65. The Codex Secretariat explained that its review had confirmed that use of the existing provisions of the Codex 
Procedural Manual could promote resource-efficient practices in the review of new work proposals, including 
those for which there may not be a relevant existing or active committee that might undertake their technical 
review. It was recognized that the use of a CL had been a useful way to gauge interest in new work proposals 
falling outside the remit of an active committee. However, it did not provide the possibility for technical 
exchange and dialogue.  

                                                
8 CX/GP 25/34/7;CRD08 (Indonesia, Kenya, South Africa and Thailand); CRD17 (United States of America); CRD23 (NCD 
Alliance); CRD24 (IUFoST) 
9 CX/GP 25/34/8; CRD09 (EU, India, Kenya, and Thailand); CRD12 (Russian Federation); CRD13 (Panama); CRD21 
(Ghana) 
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Discussion 

66. Members welcomed the document as thought-provoking, and expressed the following views: 

 the use of CLs remained a useful means of gathering comments from Members and Observers on the 
interest in, and need for a new area of work; 

 working by correspondence could be a cost-effective way of discussing new work proposals; 

 the establishment of an EWG reporting to CCEXEC and CAC with the mandate to review such work 
proposals in advance of CCEXEC and CAC meetings could be considered; 

 concerns were expressed regarding the use of coordinating committees to review new work proposals 
as they only meet every two years and might not have the necessary technical expertise available at 
their sessions; 

 the organization of informal events was insufficient to ensure an inclusive discussion by Members, and 
there was also lack of clarity as to the expected outcome or follow up actions; 

 recognizing current challenges regarding the completeness of new work proposals, the upcoming 
guidelines on new work proposals, currently under development by the Codex Secretariat, were 
welcomed; 

 it was proposed that consideration be given to whether other tools outlined in the Codex Procedural 
Manual such as task forces could be useful for the purpose of reviewing new work proposals; 

 while there was flexibility to discuss new work proposals in existing committees, it was noted that such 
proposals should be fairly closely related to the committee’s mandate as it was not feasible for 
Members to include a broad range of expertise in their delegations; 

 the use of information communication technology (ICT) tools was considered important and further 
clarification on what these might include beyond those currently in use, was requested; and 

 careful consideration of the various proposals was needed as each had positive and negative aspects 
and it would be premature to make any specific recommendations at this session, but important to 
continue the analysis in support of further discussions at the next session. 

67. The Codex Secretariat recognized the interest and proposals of Members in continuing the discussion in these 
areas, and that some proposals merited further thinking and elaboration. It was noted that working groups of 
CAC were not currently considered in the procedures, and their impact on the nature of discussions at CAC 
and the current structure of advising the CAC through subsidiary bodies would need to be considered. The 
Codex Secretariat clarified that the proposal to use coordinating committees was made in the spirit of 
considering all existing options for discussion as part of a broader framework approach. 

Conclusion 

68. CCGP34: 

i. noted that the existing provisions of the Codex Procedural Manual could promote resource-efficient 
practices in the review of new work proposals, including those for which there may not be a relevant 
existing or active committee that might undertake their technical review; 

ii. noted the importance of CLs as a mean for gathering views of Members and Observers on new work 
proposals; and 

iii. recommended that CCGP continue the discussion on this issue based upon an updated document 
from the Codex Secretariat taking into account the proposals and feedback from delegates at 
CCGP34. 

REVIEW OF THE APPLICATION OF THE CRITERIA AND PROCEDURAL GUIDELINES FOR CODEX 
COMMITTEES AND AD HOC INTERGOVERNMENTAL TASK FORCES WORKING BY 
CORRESPONDENCE (Agenda item 8)10 

69. The Codex Secretariat introduced this item recalling the previous discussions at CCGP31 and CCGP32 on 
procedural guidance for committees working by correspondence (CWBC), the analysis undertaken by the 
Codex Secretariat in preparing the current document, and the related proposals for amendments to Section 3.4 
of the Codex Procedural Manual.  

                                                
10 CX/GP 25/34/9; CX/GP 25/34/9 Add.1; CRD10 (Brazil, India, Indonesia, Philippines, and Thailand); CRD12 (Russian 
Federation); CRD14 (Senegal); CRD15 (Uganda); CRD19 (African Union); CRD 21 (Ghana); CRD22 (Burundi); and 
CRD25 (El Salvador).  
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Discussion 

70. Members thanked the Codex Secretariat for the work, expressed general support for the amendments 
proposed, and made the following general comments: 

 allowing part of the work of a session of a CWBC to be undertaken through simultaneous virtual 
presence was an additional helpful tool for chairpersons to reach consensus; 

 the proposed amendments would allow alignment with current work practices, experience and 
technology; 

 working by correspondence was a practical and cost-effective working modality of Codex committees; 

 the scope of the work of CWBC should be: (i) limited to specific tasks, not too complex in nature, and 
where general agreement could be expected; and (ii) focused on the work assigned to it by CAC to 
ensure its smooth and efficient conduct; 

 the need for clarification on the provision of logistical arrangements, translation and interpretation to 
ensure equitable participation of Members;  

 with the proposed amendments, CWBC would become an even more effective modality to address 
new work;  

 the term “simultaneous virtual presence” and how it differed from “simultaneous presence” needed 
further explanation/clarification; and 

 clarification was needed on how the chairperson in consultation with the Codex Secretariat would 
determine the need for part of the work of the CWBC to be undertaken through simultaneous virtual 
presence, and how this would be communicated to and agreed by Members.  

71. The Codex Secretariat clarified that the absence of “simultaneous presence” was the criteria distinguishing 
CWBC from other committees. Any potential deviation therefore needed to be explicitly described, and the 
addition of the possibility of discussing issues through “simultaneous virtual presence” provided clarity on the 
nature of participation and how that could be achieved by means of virtual tools to address part of the work of 
a CWBC.    

72. Regarding the specific amendments proposed, Members made the following observations and modifications. 

Paragraph 59 

 The word “exceptionally” was removed, as it potentially limited the flexibility of chairpersons to propose 
simultaneous virtual presence to address parts of the work, and was somewhat redundant as the text 
also indicated that the option would be limited to a specific issue. 

 The phrase “specific issue” was changed to “specific issues”, noting that there may be more than one 
issue on which the chairperson might need to propose use of this approach. 

 Text was added to clarify that the chairperson’s proposal to hold part of the work of a CWBC through 
simultaneous virtual means needed “the agreement of the Members participating in the session of the 
committee”. This was to ensure that Members were consulted on the use of the virtual modality.  

New paragraph 62 

 While the need for this additional paragraph was questioned, given that paragraph 59 already 
mentioned that the work would be approved and assigned by CAC, concerns were expressed that this 
was not sufficiently explicit on the scope of work and could be interpreted broadly.  

 The Codex Secretariat explained that the new paragraph was proposed based on recent experiences 
with CWBC, and whether the procedural requirements to refer certain alignment tasks to active 
commodity committee were relevant when that committee was working by correspondence, noting 
that it might be disruptive to ongoing alignment work and beyond the capacity of a CWBC. 

 To facilitate the definition of the tasks of a CWBC, it could be useful to provide CAC with a list of the 
matters that could be referred from other Codex committees to the specific committee for CAC to take 
an informed decision on the work to be assigned to the CWBC.  

 Members agreed to include the proposed new paragraph and changed the word “topic” to “tasks” to 
better reflect that nature of Codex work and note that there may be more than one task.  

Paragraph 70 

 As a consequential amendment to the new text proposed under paragraph 59, and in response to 
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requests to clarify that the necessary logistical support to ensure equitable participation of Members 
to the CWBC would be provided, the need for a host country to provide interpretation as appropriate 
was added. 

Paragraph 72  

 While not a proposed amendment, a concern was expressed regarding transparency on the issue of 
quorum in meeting reports and it was proposed that an explicit reference be added on the need to 
record the absence of a quorum in the CWBC report.  

 It was agreed that the existing wording already foresaw this and no change was needed. Noting that 
this issue was not specific to CWBC, it was also agreed that CCGP34 would draw the attention of CAC 
to the need for transparency regarding the quorum in subsidiary body meetings.     

Paragraph 76 and paragraph 81 

 In response to requests from Members, the Codex Secretariat clarified that paragraph 76 referred to 
the use of virtual tools by the chairperson during informal discussions, while paragraph 59 provided 
the possibility to use virtual tools during the formal discussions of a CWBC.  

 Regarding paragraph 81, the Codex Secretariat noted that these provisions referred to the case when 
a CWBC, following completion of its deliberations, concluded that it was not able to progress work and 
in the report of the session submitted to CAC could recommend alternate working mechanisms for 
decision by CAC on the way forward.  

73. Additional amendments stemming from the review of Sections 3.1 to 3.3 of the Codex Procedural Manual 
(Agenda item 4.1) were inserted into Section 3.4 for consistency purposes.  

Conclusion 

74. CCGP34: 

i. agreed to forward for adoption by CAC48 the proposed changes to Section 3.4 of the Codex 
Procedural Manual, “Criteria and procedural guidelines for Codex committees and ad hoc 
intergovernmental task forces working by correspondence” (Appendix VI);  

ii. recommended that CAC provide a clear statement of tasks and timeframe when assigning work to be 
conducted by correspondence; and 

iii. 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.  

OTHER BUSINESS (Agenda item 9)11 

Proposal for a centralised Codex glossary  

75. The United Kingdom introduced its proposal of a Codex glossary, as contained in GP34/CRD03. It was clarified 
that the glossary was foreseen as a centralized resource that would be accessible to all Codex stakeholders, 
and was intended to enhance the accessibility of Codex standards and amplify their impact. The scope of the 
project would be a collation exercise and would not re-open any conversations around the definition of terms 
or make attempts to harmonize them. It was proposed that the Codex Secretariat and host country secretariats 
would compile key terms, which would be blended into a living information document, which would allow for 
multiple definitions for the same term, based on context. 

76. The potential value of a centralised glossary resource was recognized, but the need for more discussion to 
clarify the scope of the proposal was also noted. Concerns regarding the resources required were expressed, 
in particular the additional work for the Codex Secretariat. It was noted that confusion could be created should 
a term used in a specific text be applied in a different context. The possible use of technology to undertake 
this work, including artificial intelligence, was suggested 

77. CCGP34 agreed to continue the conversation around this proposal informally between the Codex Secretariat 
and interested Members to explore the scope and its potential benefit. The United Kingdom indicated its 
willingness to continue discussing the potential way forward of this proposal with the Codex Secretariat.   

Use of “reservations” in Codex proceedings 

78. Oman introduced the discussion paper, as contained in GP34/CRD20, prepared in collaboration with Egypt 
and Tunisia, noting that its scope was to address the definition and application of reservations as recorded in 
reports of Codex sessions. The paper further aimed to initiate dialogue among Codex Members on improving 

                                                
11 CRD03 (United Kingdom); CRD20 (Egypt, Oman and Tunisia). 
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guidance for reservations, frequently used in Codex committee meetings, and to enhance their clarity, 
consistency, and transparency. 

79. Noting that more time was needed for review of the document, it was proposed to defer further discussion on 
the matter. It was also proposed that the Codex Secretariat could include information on the use of reservation 
in their capacity building training on the application of working procedures within Codex committees, tailored 
for different participants, including committee chairpersons. This approach would foster a more uniform 
understanding across committees, mitigating the need for extensive procedural review.  

80. The Codex Secretariat recalled that previous discussions on reservations, documented in Codex archives, 
provided extensive elaboration on their use and interpretation, and encouraged Members to review these 
archives to gain insights into past practices. 

81. CCGP34 agreed that initial discussions on the use of reservations could be held informally among committee 
chairpersons to exchange experiences before reverting to CCGP.  

DATE AND PLACE OF NEXT SESSION (Agenda item 10) 

82. CCGP35 was envisaged to take place in approximately 18 months. The date and place will be determined 
based upon discussions between the host secretariat and the Codex Secretariat. 

83. A Member noted that, with CAC48 and CAC49 scheduled before CCGP35, maintaining workflow continuity 
was critical and requested careful agenda planning to ensure efficient progress between meetings.
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Mr Pouedogo Pouedogo 

Attaché 

Service du premier ministre  

Yaoundé 

CANADA - CANADÁ 

Ms Meghan Quinlan 

Manager, Codex, International and 

Intergovernmental Affairs 

Health Canada 

Ottawa 

Ms Nancy Ing 

Regulatory Policy & Risk Management Specialist 

Food and Nutrition Directorate, Health Canada 

Ottawa 

Mrs Alison Wereley 

Senior Policy Analyst 

Canadian Food Inspection Agency  

Ottawa 

CHAD - TCHAD 

Mrs Fatime Brahim Nokour 

Secrétaire Générale  

Ministère de l'agriculture 

N'Djamena 

Mr Mahamat Nour Doude Ary 

Directeur Général de la Production Agricole et de 

la Formation 

Ministère de l'agriculture 

N'Djamena 

Mr Djona Semgady 

Directeur Adjoint des Études, de la Planification et 

du Suivi 

Ministère de l'agriculture 

N'Djamena 

CHILE - CHILI 

Ms Begoña Montenegro  

Asesora Departamento de Aspectos Regulatorios 

del Comercio 

Subsecretaría de Relaciones Económicas 

Internacionales (SUBREI), Ministerio de 

Relaciones Exteriores  

Santiago  

CHINA - CHINE 

Dr Weili Shan 

Deputy Director General/Professor 

Institute for the Control of Agrochemicals, Ministry 

of Agriculture and Rural Affairs (ICAMA) 

Beijing 

Ms Hao Ding 

Associate Researcher 

China National Centre for Food Safety Risk 

Assessment 

Beijing 

Dr Yongxiang Fan 

Researcher 

China National Center for Food Safety Risk 

Assessment 

Beijing 

Mr Zengling Liang 

Researcher/Director 

Henan Agricultural Product Quality and Safety and 

Green Food Development Center 

Henan Province
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Dr Jing Tian 

Researcher 

China National Center for Food Safety Risk 

Assessment 

Beijing 

Mrs Huimin Xu 

Agronomist 

Center of Agro-product Safety and Quality, 

Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, P.R.C 

Beijing 

Mrs Ling Yang 

Senior Agronomist/Division Director 

Center for Agro-Food Quality and Safety, Ministry 

of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, P.R.China 

Beijing  

Mr Huiqian Zhuang 

Agronomist 

Institute for the Control of Agrochemicals, Ministry 

of Agriculture and Rural Affairs (ICAMA)  

Beijing 

COLOMBIA - COLOMBIE 

Eng Miguel Angel Rincón Barrera 

Asesor 

Ministerio de Comercio, Industria y Turismo 

Bogota D.C. 

CONGO 

Mr Vakha Ladislas Boxas Bossouba 

Secrétariat Comité national Codex 

Agence Congolaise de Normalisation et de la 

Qualité 

Brazzaville 

Mr Alexis Jean-Jacques Ngoko Mouyabi 

Directeur Général de l'Agence congolaise de 

normalisation et de la qualité  

Agence Congolaise de Normalisation et de la 

Qualité 

Brazzaville 

COSTA RICA 

Mrs Luisa María Díaz Sánchez 

Directora  

Ministerio de Economía, Industria y Comercio 

San José 

CZECH REPUBLIC - RÉPUBLIQUE TCHÈQUE - 

REPÚBLICA CHECA 

Mr Lukas Milisderfer 

Expert 

Ministry of Agriculture of the Czech Republic 

Prague

CÔTE D'IVOIRE 

Mr Usman Cissé 

Chargé d'études 

Ministère d'Etat, Ministère de l'Agriculture et du 

Développement Rural/Comité National du Codex 

Alimentarius 

Abidjan 

Mr Issouf Diallo 

Chargé d’études, Auditeur interne 

Ministère d'Etat, Ministère de l'Agriculture, du 

Développement Rural et des Productions 

Vivrières  

Abidjan 

Dr Mawa Kone 

Directeur Général 

Laboratoire National D’essais, de Qualité, de 

Métrologie Et D’analyses 

Abidjan 

DENMARK - DANEMARK - DINAMARCA 

Dr Camilla Brasch Andersen 

Chief consultant 

Danish Veterinary and Food Administration 

Glostrup 

Mrs Susanne Kofoed 

Special Advisor 

Ministry of Food Agriculture and Fisheries, Danish 

Veterinary and Food Administration 

Glostrup 

EL SALVADOR 

Ms Zaida Griselda Guzmán 

Directora Técnica 

Organismo Salvadoreño de Reglamentación 

Técnica 

San Salvador Este 

ESTONIA - ESTONIE 

Mr Allan Aleksašin 

Adviser 

Ministry of Regional Affairs and Agriculture 

Tallinn 

EUROPEAN UNION - UNION EUROPÉENNE - 

UNIÓN EUROPEA 

Mr Sebastien Goux 

Deputy Head of Unit 

European Commission 

Brussels 

Ms Judit Krommer 

Policy Officer 

European Commission 

Brussels 
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FINLAND - FINLANDE - FINLANDIA 

Ms Anne Haikonen 

Senior Ministerial Adviser, Legal Affairs 

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 

Mr Sebastian Hielm 

Director of Food Safety 

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 

Mr Hannu Miettinen 

Senior Ministerial Adviser, Legislative Affairs 

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 

FRANCE - FRANCIA 

Ms Karine Bertholon 

Cheffe du bureau des négociations européennes 

et multilatérales (BNEM)  

Ministère de l'agriculture et de la souveraineté 

alimentaire 

Paris 

Ms Corinne Bergeron 

Rédactrice - Bureau Produits d’origine  

végétale et boissons alcoolisées 

Ministère de l'économie et des finances 

Paris 

Ms Claire Damien 

Cheffe du bureau Produits d’origine végétale et 

boissons alcoolisées 

Ministère de l'économie et des finances 

Paris 

Mr Nicolas Ponçon 

Adjoint au sous-directeur de l'Europe, de 

l'International et de la gestion intégrée du risque 

Ministère de l'agriculture et de la souveraineté 

alimentaire 

Paris 

GAMBIA - GAMBIE 

Mr Mamodou Bah 

Director General 

Food Safety and Quality Authority 

Banjul 

GERMANY - ALLEMAGNE - ALEMANIA 

Ms Anne Beutling 

Deputy Head of Division 

Federal Ministry Agriculture, Food and Regional 

Identity (BMLEH) 

Berlin 

Mrs Martine Puester 

Head of Unit International Affairs 

Federal Office of Consumer Protection and Food 

Safety (BVL) 

Berlin 

GHANA 

Mrs Nana Pokuaa Asare Twerefour 

Head of Department 

Ghana Standards Authority 

Accra 

Mrs Doreen Afi Gyau Koranteng 

Codex Contact Point Manager 

Ghana Standards Authority 

Mrs Wilhelmina Nyanta Quarcoopome 

Head of Department 

Food and Drugs Authority 

Accra 

GUINEA - GUINÉE 

Mr Amadou Sylla 

Responsable Qualité Du Laboratoire 

Office Nationale De Contrôle De Qualité 

Conakry 

HUNGARY - HONGRIE - HUNGRÍA 

Dr Attila Nagy 

Director 

National Food Chain Safety Office 

Budapest 

Ms Nikoletta Faragó 

Codex Contact Point, Hungary 

National Food Chain Safety Office 

Budapest 

INDIA - INDE 

Dr Jitendra P Dongare 

Dy. Agriculture Marketing Advisor 

Ministry of Food Processing and Industries 

Mr Anil Kumar Singh 

Deputy Secretary 

Ministry of Food Processing Industries  

IRELAND - IRLANDE - IRLANDA 

Ms Catherine Mc Ginn 

Assistant Agricultural Inspector 

Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine 

Dublin 

ITALY - ITALIE - ITALIA 

Mr Giulio Cardini 

Policy Officer 

Ministry of Agriculture, Food Sovereignty and 

Forests 

Rome 
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JAPAN - JAPON - JAPÓN 

Ms Aya Orito-Nozawa 

Associate Director 

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 

Tokyo 

Dr Makiko Matsuo 

Project Associate Professor 

The University of Tokyo 

Tokyo 

Prof Koji Miura 

Advisor for Food Safety 

Consumer Affairs Agency 

Tokyo 

Mr Ken Takahashi 

Section Chief 

Consumer Affairs Agency 

Tokyo 

Dr Junya Yafune 

Director 

Consumer Affairs Agency 

Tokyo 

Ms Sanka Yoshimochi 

Science Officer 

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 

Tokyo 

KENYA 

Dr Allan Azegele 

Director of Veterinary Services 

Ministry of Agriculture and Livestock Development 

Nairobi 

Ms Maryann Kindiki 

Manager, National Codex Contact Point 

Kenya Bureau of Standards 

Nairobi 

Mr Peter Mutua 

Manager – Food Standards 

Kenya Bureau of Standards 

Nairobi 

KUWAIT - KOWEÏT 

Eng Muna Alabdulhadi 

Senior Specialist Chemical Engineer 

Public Authority of Food and Nutrition 

Kuwait 

MALAYSIA - MALAISIE - MALASIA 

Ms Ruhana Abdul Latif 

Senior Principal Assistant Director 

Ministry of Health Malaysia 

W.P Putrajaya 

MOROCCO - MAROC - MARRUECOS 

Mrs Khadija Kadiri 

Chef du Service de la Normalisation et du Codex 

Alimentarius 

Office National de la Sécurité Sanitaire des 

Produits Alimentaires 

Rabat 

Mr Mohamed Stitou 

Chef de Service des Affaires juridiques 

Direction des Affaires Administratives et 

Juridiques 

Ministère de l'agriculture, de la pêche maritime, du 

développement rural et des eaux et forêts 

Rabat      

NETHERLANDS - PAYS-BAS -  

PAÍSES BAJOS 

Dr Marie-Ange Delen 

Senior Policy Officer 

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries, Food Security 

and Nature 

The Hague 

Mrs Louke Koopmans 

Codex Coordinator 

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries, Food Security 

and Nature LVVN 

The Hague 

NEW ZEALAND - NOUVELLE-ZÉLANDE - 

NUEVA ZELANDIA 

Mr Bruce Burdon 

Manager Trade Facilitation & Standards 

Ministry for Primary Industries 

Wellington 

NIGERIA - NIGÉRIA 

Mr Amos Lohnan Jangnan 

Chief Regulatory Officer 

National Agency for Food and Drug Administration 

and Control 

Lagos 

NORWAY - NORVÈGE - NORUEGA 

Mrs Vigdis Synnøve Veum 

Specialist Director 

Norwegian Food Safety Authority 

Oslo 

Mr Anders Tharaldsen 

Senior Adviser 

Royal Norwegian Ministry of Health and Care 

Services  

Oslo 
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OMAN - OMÁN 

Ms Amal Alhumaimi 

Food Standard Specialist 

Food Safety and Quality Center 

Muscat 

PANAMA - PANAMÁ 

Eng Anais Vargas 

Directora Nacional de Control de Alimentos y 

Vigilancia Veterinaria 

Ministerio de Salud 

Panamá 

PARAGUAY 

Mr Juan José Baruja Benítez 

Tercer Secretario  

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores 

Asunción  

PHILIPPINES - FILIPINAS 

Ms Paz Benavidez II 

Chair, NCO Sub-Committee on General Principles 

National Codex Organization-Philippines 

Quezon City 

Mr John Gregory Aquino 

Member, Sub-Committee on General Principles 

National Codex Organization-Philippines 

Quezon City 

POLAND - POLOGNE - POLONIA 

Mrs Magdalena Kowalska 

Chief Expert 

Agricultural and Food Quality Inspection  

Warsaw 

Ms Marzena Chacinska 

Head of International Cooperation Department 

Agricultural and Food Quality Inspection 

Warsaw 

Mrs Anna Janasik 

Expert 

Agricultural and Food Quality Inspection 

Warsaw 

Ms Outi Tyni 

Administrator 

Council of the European Union 

Brussels 

QATAR 

Eng Hussein Al-Yahri 

Assistant Director of Animal Wealth Department 

Ministry of Municipality 

Mr Abdullah Al-Fakhro 

Head of Technical Cooperation and Coordination 

Section 

Ministry of Municipality 

REPUBLIC OF KOREA -  

RÉPUBLIQUE DE CORÉE -  

REPÚBLICA DE COREA 

Dr Sang Hee Cheon 

Scientific Officer 

Ministry of Food and Drug Safety 

Ms Ara Jo 

Codex Researcher 

Ministry of Food and Drug Safety 

RUSSIAN FEDERATION -  

FÉDÉRATION DE RUSSIE -  

FEDERACIÓN DE RUSIA 

Ms Vera Pavlicheva 

Counsellor 

Rospotrebnadzor 

Moscow 

SAINT LUCIA - SAINTE LUCIE -  

SANTA LUCÍA 

Mr Andre Charles 

Head of Standards Development 

St. Lucia Bureau of Standards 

Castries 

SAUDI ARABIA - ARABIE SAOUDITE - ARABIA 

SAUDITA 

Mr Khalid Alzahrani 

Head of the International Communication 

Department for Food Standards 

Saudi Food and Drug Authority 

Riyadh 

SENEGAL - SÉNÉGAL 

Prof Amadou Diop 

Président du Codex 

Comité national du Codex 

Dakar 

Dr Raphael Coly 

Membre d’experts du Comité national du Codex  

Codex Sénégal 

Dakar 

Mr Mamadou Sangare 

Coordonnateur comité CCGP 

Association Sénégalaise de Normalisation (ASN) 

Dakar 
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SIERRA LEONE - SIERRA LEONA 

Mr Mohamed Gibril Bah 

Senior Scientific Officers 

Sierra Leone Standards Bureau 

Freetown 

Mr Ibrahim Alimamy Kamara 

Scientific Officers 

Sierra Leone Standards Bureau 

Freetown 

SOUTH AFRICA - AFRIQUE DU SUD - 

SUDÁFRICA 

Mr Malose Daniel Matlala 

Deputy Director: Food Control (Codex Contact 

Point) 

Department of Health 

Pretoria 

SPAIN - ESPAGNE - ESPAÑA 

Mrs Ana Cabrales Miró-granada 

Técnica Superior 

Organismo Autónomo Agencia Española de 

Seguridad Alimentaria y Nutrición (AESAN OA) 

Ministerio de Consumo 

Madrid 

SWEDEN - SUÈDE - SUECIA 

Mr Anders Wannberg 

Deputy Director 

Ministry of Rural Affairs and Infrastructure 

Stockholm 

Ms Carmina Ionescu 

Principal Regulatory Officer 

Swedish Food Agency 

SE-751 26 Uppsala 

SWITZERLAND - SUISSE - SUIZA 

Mrs Christina Gut Sjöberg 

Head, International Relations 

Federal Food Safety and Veterinary Office FSVO 

Bern 

THAILAND - THAÏLANDE - TAILANDIA 

Ms Namaporn Attaviroj 

Standards Officer, Senior Professional Level 

Office of Standard Development 

National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity and 

Food Standards (ACFS) 

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives 

Bangkok 

Ms Nareerat Junthong  

Deputy Director 

Thai Frozen Foods Association 

Bangkok 

Ms Nitzachon Khacharin 

Trade and Technical Manager of Fisheries and 

Food Ingredients Products 

Thai Food Processors’ Association 

Bangkok 

Ms Witchulada Yungyuen 

Standards Officer, Professional Level   

Office of Standard Development 

National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity and 

Food Standards (ACFS) 

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives 

Bangkok 

TUNISIA - TUNISIE - TÚNEZ 

Mr Issam Krid 

Directeur générale 

Centre technique de l'agroalimentaire- Ministère 

de l'Industrie 

Tunis 

TÜRKIYE 

Dr Betul Vazgecer 

Engineer 

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 

Ankara 

UGANDA - OUGANDA 

Mr Hakim Baligeya Mufumbiro 

Principal Standards Officer 

Uganda National Bureau of Standards 

Kampala 

UNITED KINGDOM - ROYAUME-UNI -  

REINO UNIDO 

Ms Elizabeth Tossell 

UK Codex Lead 

Department for Environment Food and Rural 

Affairs 

London 

Dr Joanne Edge 

Head of Allergy, Radiological and Transformation, 

Risk Assessment Unit  

Food Standards Agency 

London  

Ms Dominique Fenner 

Senior Policy Officer 

Department for Environment Food and Rural 

Affairs 

Ms Rachel Lovelace 

UK Codex Contact Point 

Department for Food, Environment and Rural 

Affairs 

London 
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Mr Mike O’Neill 

Head of Codex Policy and Strategy 

Food Standards Agency 

London 

UNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA - 

RÉPUBLIQUE-UNIE DE TANZANIE - 

REPÚBLICA UNIDA DE TANZANÍA 

Mr Kamwesige Mujuni Mtembei 

Director of Crop Development and Standards 

Setting 

Cereals and Other Produce Regulatory Authority 

Ms Sabina Nyoni 

Manager of Legal Services 

Tanzania Plant Health and Pesticides Authority 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA -  

ÉTATS-UNIS D'AMÉRIQUE -  

ESTADOS UNIDOS DE AMÉRICA 

Mr Kenneth Lowery 

Senior International Issues Analyst 

U.S. Department of Agriculture  

Washington, D.C. 

Ms Alexandra Ferraro 

International Issues Analyst 

U.S. Department of Agriculture 

Washington, DC 

Ms Marie Maratos Bhat 

International Issues Analyst 

U.S. Department of Agriculture 

Washington, D.C. 

Dr Evelyne Mbandi 

Director of Microbiological & Chemical Hazards 

Staff (MCHS) 

U.S. Department of Agriculture 

Washington, D.C.  

Mr Richard White 

Consultant 

Corn Refiners Association  

Washington, D.C. 

URUGUAY 

Dr Leonardo Veiga 

Area de Comercio 

Ministry of Industry, Energy and Mining 

Montevideo 

 

OBSERVERS - OBSERVATEURS - 

OBSERVADORES 

 

INTERNATIONAL GOVERNMENTAL 

ORGANIZATIONS – 

ORGANISATIONS GOUVERNEMENTALES 

INTERNATIONALES – 

ORGANIZACIONES GUBERNAMENTALES 

INTERNACIONALES 

 

AFRICAN UNION (AU) 

Mr John Oppong-Otoo 

Coordinator 

African Union Interafrican Bureau for Animal 

Resources 

Nairobi 

INTER-AMERICAN INSTITUTE FOR 

COOPERATION ON AGRICULTURE (IICA) 

Mrs Ana Marisa Cordero 

Technical Specialist 

IICA 

WORLD ORGANISATION FOR ANIMAL 

HEALTH (WOAH) 

Dr Emmanuelle Soubeyran 

Director General  

World Organisation for Animal Health 

Paris 

 

NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS – 

ORGANISATIONS NON GOUVERNEMENTALES  

ORGANIZACIONES NO GUBERNAMENTALES 

 

INTERNATIONAL ALLIANCE OF 

DIETARY/FOOD SUPPLEMENT 

ASSOCIATIONS (IADSA) 

Mr Simon Pettman 

Executive Director 

IADSA 

Ms Cynthia Rousselot 

Dir. Regulatory & Technical Affairs 

IADSA 

INTERNATIONAL CO-OPERATIVE ALLIANCE 

(ICA) 

Mr Yuji Gejo 

officer 

International Co-operative Alliance 

Tokyo 
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INTERNATIONAL SPECIAL DIETARY FOODS 

INDUSTRIES (ISDI) 

Mr Jean Christophe Kremer 

Secretary General 

ISDI 

Brussels 

Mr Xavier Lavigne 

Director 

ISDI 

Brussels 

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR 

STANDARDIZATION (ISO) 

Sandrine Espeillac 

ISO Technical Committee Manager 

ISO/AFNOR 

Vernier, Geneva 

INTERNATIONAL UNION OF FOOD SCIENCE 

AND TECHNOLOGY (IUFOST) 

Prof Samuel Godefroy 

President IUFoST/Co-Chair of the Codex 

Committee 

IUFoST 

Quebec 

SSAFE 

Dr Himanshu Gupta 

President of SSAFE 

SSAFE 

Ms Ludovica Verzegnassi 

Member of SSAFE 

SSAFE 

FAO PERSONNEL  

PERSONNEL DE LA FAO  

PERSONAL DE LA FAO 

 

Ms Catherine Bessy 

Senior Food Safety Officer 

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United 

Nations. 

Rome 

 

WHO PERSONNEL  

PERSONNEL DE L’OMS  

PERSONAL DE LA OMS 

 

Dr Moez Sanaa 

Unit Head 

World Health Organization (WHO) 

Geneva 

 

CCGP SECRETARIAT 

Mr Pierre Tribon 

Chef du bureau FAO et Codex Alimentarius 

Secrétariat général des affaires européennes 

Paris 

Ms Euriel Godebert 

Adjointe au chef de bureau FAO et Codex 

Alimentarius 

Secrétariat général des affaires européennes 

Paris 

Mr Lucas Proust 

Point de contact national Codex 

Secrétariat général des affaires européennes 

Paris 

Ms Florine Maugerard 

Stagiaire 

Secrétariat général des affaires européennes 

Paris 

Mrs Coralie D'agostino 

Bureau FAO et Codex Alimentarius 

Secrétariat général des affaires européennes 

Paris 

CODEX SECRETARIAT 

Dr Sarah Cahill 

Secretary, Codex Alimentarius 

Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme 

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United 

Nations 

Rome 

Dr Hilde Kruse 

Senior Food Standards Officer 

Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme 

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United 

Nations 

Rome 

Mr Giuseppe Di Chiera 

Programme Specialist 

Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme 

Food and Agriculture Organization of the U.N. 

Rome 

Mr Farid El Haffar 

Technical Officer 

Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme 

Food and Agriculture Organization of the U.N. 

Rome 

Ms Stephanie Wright 

Digital Publications Specialist 

Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme 

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United 

Nations. 

Rome
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APPENDIX II 
 

PROPOSED EDITS TO THE CODEX PROCEDURAL MANUAL, SECTION 3: GUIDELINES FOR 
SUBSIDIARY BODIES 
 
Text proposed to be added is underlined and in bold; text proposed to be removed is struck through. 

 
Table 1: Section 3.1 Guidelines to host governments of Codex committees, coordinating committees 
and ad hoc intergovernmental task forces 

1. By virtue of Article 7 of the statute of the Commission and Rule XI.1(b) of its rules of procedure, the 
Commission has established a number of Codex committees and ad hoc intergovernmental task forces to 
prepare standards and related texts in accordance with Section 2.1: Procedures for the elaboration of 
Codex standards and related texts, and coordinating committees to exercise general coordination of its 
work in specific regions or groups of countries. […] 

3. Any other Member of the Commission or any Member or Associate Member of FAO or WHO which has 
not become a Member of the Commission may participate as an Observer at any Codex committee if it 
has notified the Director-General of FAO or WHO of its wish to do so. Such countries may participate fully 
in the discussions of the committee and shall be provided with the same opportunities as other Members 
to express their point-of-view (including the submission of memoranda comments), but without the right 
to vote or to move motions either of substance or of procedure. International organizations which have 
formal relations with either FAO or WHO, should also be invited to attend, in an observer capacity, sessions 
of those Codex committees which are of interest to them. 

5. The host country is responsible for appointing the chairperson of the committee from among its own 
nationals. Should this person for any reason be unable to take the chair, the host country shall designate 
another person to perform the functions of the chairperson for as long as the chairperson is unable to do 
so. The chairperson may be supported by one or more co-chairpersons and/or assistants 
designated by the host country.   

Host country secretariat 

7. A Member Nation to which a Codex committee has been assigned The host country is responsible for 
providing all conference services including the secretariat; referred to herein as host country 
secretariat. The host country secretariat should have adequate administrative support staff able to work 
easily in at least one of the languages used at the session and should have at its disposal adequate 
information and communications technology tools for the session to function efficiently. 
Simultaneous interpretation, preferably simultaneous, should be provided from and into all of the 
working languages used at the session, and if the report of the session is to be adopted in more than one 
of the working languages of the committee, then translation services of a translator should be available 
to translate the report of the session into all the working languages of the committee. The committee 
secretariat and the Codex Secretariat are charged with the preparation of the draft report in consultation 
with the rapporteurs, if any. 
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8. The duties of a Codex committee shall include: 

a) a) the drawing up of a list of priorities as appropriate, among the subjects and products within its terms of 
reference; 

b) b) consideration of the types of safety and quality elements (or recommendations) to be covered, whether 
in standards and related texts for general application or in reference to specific food products; 

c) c) consideration of the types of products to be covered by standards and related texts e.g. whether 
materials for further processing into food should be covered; 

d) d) preparation of draft Codex standards and related texts within its terms of reference;  

e) e) reporting, after each of its sessions, to each session of the Commission on the progress of its work 
and, where necessary, on any difficulties encountered, including those caused by its terms of reference, 
together with suggestions for their amendment; and 

f) the review and, as necessary, revision of existing standards and related texts on a scheduled, periodic 
basis to ensure that the standards and related texts within its terms of reference are consistent with current 
scientific knowledge and other relevant information. 

9. A host country is consulted by the Directors-General of FAO and WHO before they determine when, 
and where and how a session of this the committee shall be convened. In determining the place of the 
session, consideration should be given to its accessibility.  

10. When considering co-hosting, Tthe host country should consider arrangements for holding Codex 
sessions in developing countries. 

11. The country, different from the host country, in which the session is held is in following herein referred 
to as “co-host country”. 

12. The host country and co-host country should agree on financial and all other responsibilities to 
ensure that all arrangements necessary to hold a Codex session in the co-host country are completed in 
a timely manner so as to not to interfere with the time frame for the distribution of the official invitations to 
the session as mentioned in these guidelines. 

Note: Practical information and timelines for co-hosting arrangements can be found on the Codex website 
at:www.codexalimentarius.org fao.org/fao-who-codexalimentarius. 

Co-host country co-chairpersoning 

13. The host country may invite the co-host country to appoint an official as a co-chairperson for the 
session 

14. Sessions of Codex committees and coordinating committees will be convened by the Directors-General 
of FAO and WHO in consultation with the chairperson and the host country secretariat of the respective 
Codex committee. The letter of invitation and provisional agenda shall be prepared by the Secretary of the 
Commission in consultation with the chairperson and the host country secretariat of the committee for 
issuance by the Directors-General to all Members and Associate Members of FAO and WHO or, in the 
case of coordinating committees, to the countries of the region or group of countries concerned., Codex 
contact points and interested international organizations in accordance with the official mailing lists of FAO 
and WHO. Chairpersons should, before finalizing the drafts, Before distribution of the invitation and 
provisional agenda, host country secretariats should, inform and consult with their national Codex 
contact point (CCP) where one has been established, and, if necessary, obtain clearance from the national 
authorities concerned (Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Ministry of Agriculture, Ministry of Health, or other 
authorities as the case may be). The invitation and provisional agenda will be translated and distributed 
by FAO/WHO to CCPs and interested international organizations, in accordance with the official 
mailing lists of FAO and WHO, in the working languages of the Commission concerned committee at 
least four months before the date of the meeting session.  

15. Invitations should include the following: 

a) title of the Codex committee; 

b) time and date of opening and date of closing of the session;  

file:///C:/Users/User/Downloads/fao.org/fao-who-codexalimentarius
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c) place of the session and, if appropriate, information on meeting arrangements; 

d) working languages used at the session to be used and arrangements for interpretation, i.e. 
whether simultaneous or not;  

e) if appropriate, information on hotel accommodation; and information on entry visas; 

f) if appropriate, time and date of the working groups convened in conjunction with the 
session; and 

g) request for Codex contact points and international organizations with observer status to 
register their delegations through the specified registration system.  the names of the chief 
delegate and other members of the delegation, and for information on whether the chief delegate of 
a government will be attending as a representative or in the capacity of an Observer. 

16. Replies to invitations will normally be requested to be sent provided in the form of registration to 
the session to reach the chairperson as early as possible and in any case not less than 30 days before 
the session. A copy should be sent also to the Secretary, CAC, Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards 
Programme, FAO, Rome. It is of the utmost importance that by the date requested in the invitation, 
delegates of a reply to invitations should be sent by all those governments and international organizations 
which intend to participate are registered to the session. 

17. The provisional agenda should state the time, date and place of the meeting session and should 
include the following items: 

a) adoption of the agenda;  

b) if considered necessary, election the appointment of rapporteurs;  

c) items relating to subject matter to be discussed, including, where appropriate, the step in the 
Commission’s procedure for the elaboration of standards and related texts at which the item is 
being dealt with at the session. There should also be reference to the committee papers 
documents relevant to the item;  

d) any other business;  

e) consideration of date and place of next session; and 

f) adoption of draft the report. 

18. The work of the committee and the length of the meeting session should be so arranged as to leave 
sufficient time at the end of the session for a report of the committee’s transactions discussions and 
conclusions to be agreed adopted.  

NEW PARA 19. The Codex Secretariat is charged with the preparation of the draft report, in 
consultation with the rapporteurs (if any), the chairperson and the host country secretariat. The 
draft report should be made available in all the working languages of the committee in sufficient 
time for consideration by the delegations. 

19. A Codex or coordinating committee may assign request Members or international organizations 
represented at the session to accomplish specific tasks to countries, groups of countries or to 
international organizations represented at meetings of the committee and may ask Members and 
international organizations for or provide data, information or views on specific points. 

21. A Codex or coordinating committee may not set up standing subcommittees, whether open to all 
Members of the Commission or not, without the specific approval of the Commission. 

(TO BE SWITCHED WITH PARA 23) Preparation and Distribution of papers working documents 

22. Papers Working documents for a session should be made publicly available in the relevant all of 
the working languages used at the session through the Codex website at least two months before the 
opening of the session by the Codex Secretariat host secretariat in collaboration with the host country 
secretariat Codex Secretariat. 

(TO BE SWITCHED WITH PARA 22) Preparation of working documentsxxvii   

                                                
xxvii See Section 5.1 for references for Codex documents. 
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23. Papers Working documents for a session prepared by participants and working group chairs must 
be drafted submitted in one or more of the working languages of the Commission, which should, if 
possible, be one of the languages used in the Codex committee concerned. These papers documents 
should be sent made available electronically to the chairperson of the committee, the host country 
secretariat and the Codex Secretariat with a copy to the Secretary, CAC, Joint FAO/WHO Food 
Standards Programme, FAO, Rome, in good time at least three months before the opening of the 
session to ensure translation into the working languages of the session to be included in the 
distribution of papers for the session. 

24. Working dDocuments circulated at a session of a Codex committee other than draft documents 
prepared at the session and ultimately issued in a final form, should subsequently receive the same 
distribution as other papers documents prepared for the committee. 

25. Codex contact points will be responsible for ensuring that working papers documentsxxviiixvi are 
circulated available to those concerned within their own country and for ensuring that all necessary action 
is taken by the date specified. 

26. Consecutive reference numbers in suitable series should be assigned to all documents of Codex 
committees. The reference number should appear at the top right-hand corner of the first page together 
with a statement an indication of the language in which the document was prepared and the date of its 
preparation. A clear statement should be made of the provenance (origin or author country) of the paper 
document immediately under the title. The text should be divided into numbered paragraphs. At the end 
of these guidelines is a series of references for Codex documents adopted by the Commission for its own 
sessions and those of its subsidiary bodies. 

Conference room documents 

NEW PARA 27. The reports of working groups held in conjunction with a committee session will 
be published as conference room documents (CRDs). Comments, proposals or any other 
information, may be published as CRDs as soon as available and up until an established deadline 
for publication of CRDs at the session. CRDs should be publicly available through the Codex 
website.  

 
 
Table 2: Section 3.2 Guidelines on the conduct of meetings of Codex committees, coordinating 
committees and ad hoc intergovernmental task forces 

27. By virtue of Article 7 of the statutes of the Commission and Rule XI.1(b) of its rules of procedure, the 
Commission has established a number of Codex committees and ad hoc intergovernmental task forces to 
prepare standards and related texts in accordance with Section 2.1: Procedures for the elaboration of 
Codex standards and related texts, and coordinating committees to exercise general coordination of its 
work in specific regions or groups of countries. The rules of procedure of the Commission shall apply, 
mutatis mutandis, to Codex committees, coordinating committees and ad hoc intergovernmental task 
forces. The guidelines applying to the conduct of meetings of Codex committees (also referred to herein 
as sessions) as described in this section apply also to those of coordinating committees and to those of 
Codex ad hoc intergovernmental task forces.  

28. Meetings of Codex and coordinating committees shall be held in public unless the committee decides 
otherwise. Members The host countries responsible for Codex and coordinating committees shall decide 
who should open meetings on their behalf. 

30. Only the chief delegates heads of delegations of Members, or of Observers countries or of 
international organizations have the right to speak unless they authorize other members of their 
delegations to do so. 

31. The representative of a regional economic integration organization Member Organization shall 
provide the chairperson of the committee, before the beginning of each session, with a written statement 
outlining where the competence lies between this the Member oOrganization and its Mmembers States 

                                                
xxviii See Section 5.1 for references for Codex documents. 

. 
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for each item, or subparts thereof, as appropriate, of the provisional agenda of a session, pursuant to the 
declaration of competence submitted according to Rule II of the rules of procedure of the Commission by 
this Member Oorganization. In areas of shared ("mixed") competence between this Member 
Oorganization and its Mmembers States, this statement shall make clear which party has the voting right. 

32. Delegations from Members and delegations from Observer countries who wish their opposition to a 
decision of the committee to be recorded may do so, whether the decision has been taken by a vote or 
not, by asking for a statement of their position to be contained in the report of the committee. This statement 
should not merely use a phrase such as: “The delegation of X reserved its position” but should make clear 
the extent of the delegation’s opposition to a particular decision of the committee and state whether they 
were simply opposed to the decision or wished for a further opportunity to consider the question. 

33. In preparing reports, the following points shall be borne in mind: 

a) Decisions should be clearly stated; action taken in regard to economic impact statements should 
be fully recorded; all decisions on draft standards and related texts should be accompanied by an 
indication of the step in the procedure that these standards and related texts have reached.  

b) If action has to be taken before the next meeting of the committee, the nature of the action, who is 
to take it and when the action must be completed should be clearly stated.  

c) Where matters require attention by other Codex committees, this should be clearly stated. 

d) If the report is of any length, summaries of points agreed and the action to be taken should be 
included. at the end of the report, and In any case, a section should be included at the end of the 
report showing clearly in summary form: 

i. standards and related texts considered at the session and the steps they have reached;  

ii. standards and related texts at any step of the procedure, the consideration of which have 
been postponed or which are held in abeyance and the steps which they have reached; 
and 

iii. new standards and related texts proposed for consideration, the probable time of their 
consideration at Step 2 and the responsibility responsible party for drawing up the first 
draft. 

34. The following appendices should be attached to the report: 

a) list of participants with full postal addresses; and 

b) draft standards and related texts with an indication of the step in the procedure which has been 
reached.;  

c) new work proposals submitted by the committee to the Commission for approval; and 

d) provisions or work proposed for revocation or discontinuation. 

If relevant, information documentsxxix agreed upon by the committee may also be attached to the 
report. 

35. The Codex Secretariat should ensure that, as soon as possible and in any event not later than one 
month after the end of the session, the final report, as adopted in the working languages of the committee, 
is made available to all Members and Observers of the Commission on the Codex website. 

36. Circular letters should be issued, as required, following publication of the meeting report requesting 
comments on proposed draft standards or related texts at Steps 5, Step 8, Step 5/8 or Step 5 
(accelerated), with the indication of the date by which comments or proposed amendments must be 
received in writing, so as to allow such comments to be considered by the Commission. 

37. A Codex committee, in drawing up standards and related texts, should bear in mind the following: 

a) The guidance given in the general principles of the Codex Alimentarius.  

b) That all standards and related texts should have a preface containing the following information: 

                                                
xxix Guidance on information documents can be found on the Codex website at: https://www.fao.org/fao-who-

codexalimentarius 
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i. the description of the standard or related text; 

ii. a brief description of the scope and purpose(s) of the standard or related text; 

iii. references including the step which the standard or related text has reached in the 
Commission’s procedures for the elaboration of standards, together with the date on which 
the draft was approved; and 

iv. matters in the draft standard or related text requiring endorsement or action by other Codex 
committees. 

c) That for standards or any related text for a product which includes a number of subcategories, the 
committee should give preference to the development of a group standard or a general standard 
or related text with specific provisions as necessary for subcategories (e.g. annexes).  

 
Table 3: Section 3.3 Guidelines to chairpersons of Codex committees, coordinating committees and 
ad hoc intergovernmental task forces 

38. By virtue of Article 7 of the statutes of the Commission and Rule XI.1(b) of its rules of procedure, the 
Commission has established a number of Codex committees and ad hoc intergovernmental task forces to 
prepare standards and related texts in accordance with Section 2.1: Procedures for the elaboration of 
Codex standards and related texts, and coordinating committees to exercise general coordination of its 
work in specific regions or groups of countries. The rules of procedure of the Commission shall apply, 
mutatis mutandis, to Codex committees, coordinating committees and ad hoc intergovernmental task 
forces. The guidelines applying to the chairpersons of Codex committees as described in this section apply 
also to those of coordinating committees and to those of Codex ad hoc intergovernmental task forces. 

39. The Commission will designate a Member Nation of the Commission, which has indicated its 
willingness to accept financial and all other responsibility, as responsible for appointing a chairperson of 
the committee. Herein, The this Member Nation concerned is referred to as host country. The host 
country is responsible for appointing the chairperson of the committee from among its own nationals. 
Should this person for any reason be unable to take the chair, the Member Nation concerned host country 
shall designate another person to perform the functions of the chairperson for as long as the chairperson 
is unable to do so. The chairperson may be supported by one and/or more co-chairpersons or 
assistants designated by the host country.  

42. The following criteria may be considered during the selection of the appointee: 

a) to be a national of the Member Nation responsible for appointing the chairperson of the committee;  

b) to have a general knowledge in the fields of the subsidiary body concerned and to be able to 
understand and analyse technical issues; 

c) insofar as possible, to be able to serve in a continuing capacity; 

d) to be familiar with the system of Codex, and its rules and procedures, and to have experience in 
the work of relevant international, governmental, or non-governmental organizations; 

[…] 

43. The chairperson should invite observations from members of the committee concerning the provisional 
agenda and in the light of such observations formally request the committee to adopt the provisional 
agenda or the amended agenda. 

44. Meetings of Codex committees, also referred to as sessions, should be conducted in accordance 
with the rules of procedure of the Commission. Attention is particularly drawn to Rule VIII.7 which reads: 
“The provisions of Rule XII of the General Rules of FAO shall apply mutatis mutandis to all matters which 
are not specifically dealt with under Rule VIII of the present Rules.” 

45. Rule XII of the general rules of FAO, a copy of which will be supplied which should be made available 
to all chairpersons of Codex and coordinating committees, gives full instructions on the procedures to be 
followed in dealing with voting, points of order, adjournment and suspension of meetings, adjournment, 
and closure of discussions on a particular item, reconsideration of a subject already decided and the order 
in which amendments should be dealt with. 
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48. Chairpersons should use the statement submitted by the representatives of the regional economic 
integration organizations Member Organizations on the matters of respective competence between these 
Member Oorganizations and their Mmembers States in the conduct of meetings, including assessing of 
the situation with regard to the party which has the right to vote. 

52. When working out the means of progressing the work of a committee, the chairperson should consider: 

a) the need for timely progress in developing standards and related texts; 

b) the need to achieve consensus among the Members as to the content of, and justification for, 
proposed standards and related texts; and 

c) the importance of achieving consensus at all stages of the elaboration of standards and that draft 
standards and related texts should, as a matter of principle, be submitted to the Commission for 
adoption only where consensus has been achieved at the technical level. 

54. The chairperson should also consider implementing the following measures in order to facilitate 
consensus building in the elaboration of standards at the committee stage: 

a) Ensuring that issues are thoroughly discussed at meetings of the committees concerned. 
b) Ensuring that:  

i. the scientific basis is well established on current data including, wherever possible, scientific 
data and intake and exposure information from the developing countries;  

ii. where data from developing countries are not available, an explicit request for collecting 
and making available such data is made; and  

iii. where necessary, further studies are carried out in order to clarify controversial issues, and 
where applicable, concern forms are submitted in line with the procedures set forth 
in Section 4: Risk Analysis.  

c) Ensuring that issues are thoroughly discussed at meetings of the committees concerned. 
Facilitating increased involvement and participation of developing countries. 

[…] 

55. Where there is a deadlock in the standards development, the chairperson should consider acting as a 
facilitator or appointing a facilitator in agreement with the relevant Codex committee, working during a 
session or between sessions to work with Members to reach consensus. The facilitator should orally report 
on the activity undertaken and the outcome of the facilitation to the plenary. […] 
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APPENDIX III 

PROPOSED EDITS TO SUPERSEDED TEXT IN THE CODEX PROCEDURAL MANUAL (APART FROM 

SECTION 3) 

Text proposed to be inserted is in bold and text proposed to be removed is struck through. 

Table 1: Section 2.1 Procedures for the elaboration of Codex standards and related texts  

Location Proposed edits 

Paragraph 6 The Commission may authorize, on the basis of two-thirds majority of 
votes cast, the omission of Steps 6 and 7, where such an omission is 
recommended by the Codex committee entrusted with the elaboration 
of the draft. This implies concurrent adoption at Steps 5 and 8 
(commonly referred to as adoption at Step 5/8). Recommendations 
to omit steps shall be notified to Members and interested international 
organizations as soon as possible after the session of the Codex 
committee concerned. When formulating recommendations to omit 
Steps 6 and 7, Codex committees shall take all appropriate matters 
into consideration, including the need for urgency, and the likelihood of 
new scientific information becoming available in the immediate future. 

Paragraph 9 Codex standards and related texts are published and are sent made 

freely accessible to governments … 

Paragraph 11 The Strategic Plan shall cover a six-year period, and it shall be 

renewed, as needed, every two years on a rolling basis. 

Part 2 Critical review, 

paragraph 12(i) 

the proposed timeline for completion of the new work, including the 

start date, the proposed date for adoption at Step 5, and the proposed 

date for adoption by the Commission; and the number of sessions 

foreseen to develop the standard; the time frame for developing a 

standard should not normally exceed five years. 

Part 2 Critical review, 

paragraph 19b(ii) 

to ensure that the requirements of the endorsement procedure by the 

relevant committee have been fulfilled, where appropriate; 

Part 3 Uniform procedure for 

the elaboration of Codex 

standards and related texts, 

Step 3 (also Part 4, Step 3) 

The proposed draft standard is sent by the Codex Secretariat to 

Members of the Commission and interested international 

organizations… 

Part 5 Subsequent procedure 

concerning publication of 

Codex standards, paragraph 

20 

The Codex standard is published and issued made freely accessible 

to all Members and Associate Members of FAO and/or WHO and the 

international organizations concerned. 

Part 6 Subsequent procedure 

concerning publication and 

possible extension of territorial 

application of the standard and 

paragraph 22 

[Subheading] Subsequent procedure concerning publication and 

possible extension of territorial application of the standard 

Remove paragraph 22:  

The Codex regional standard is published and issued to all Members 

and Associate Members of FAO and/or WHO and to the international 

organizations concerned. 

Part 6 Subsequent procedure 

concerning publication and 

possible extension of territorial 

application of the standard, 

paragraph 23b(ii) 

When the relevant commodity committee is not active: When the 

commodity committee is not active (i.e.In such cases, the proposal for 

conversion of a regional standard into a worldwide standard should 

preferably come through the originating coordinating committee, 

substantiated by a project document; … 

 

Table 2: Section 2.11 Principles for the establishment or selection of Codex sampling procedures 

Location Proposed edits 

Final paragraph Methods of analysis which have already been printed published as 

official methods of analysis in other available publications… 
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Table 3: Section 6.1 Core functions of Codex contact points 

Location Proposed edits 

Codex contact points 

(CPPs), paragraph 3 

“Receive Access all Codex final texts…” 

 

Table 4: Section 7.2 Principles concerning the participation of international non-governmental 

organizations in the work of the Codex Alimentarius Commission 

Location Proposed edits 

Paragraphs 26a-c a) shall be entitled to send an Observer (without the right to vote) to 

sessions of the Commission, who may be accompanied by advisers; to 

accessreceive from the Secretary of the Commission, in advance of the 

session, all working documents and discussion papers; to circulate to the 

Commission its views in writing, without abridgement; and to participate in 

discussions when invited by the Chairperson; 

b) shall be entitled to send an Observer (without the right to vote) to 

sessions of specified subsidiary bodies, who may be accompanied by 

advisers; to access receive from the secretariats of the subsidiary bodies, 

in advance of the session, all working documents and discussion papers; to 

circulate to these bodies its views in writing, without abridgement; and to 

participate in discussions when invited by the Chairperson; 

c) may be invited by the Directors-General to participate in meetings or 

seminars on subjects organized under the Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards 

Programme which fall within its fields of interest, and if it does not so 

participate, it may submit its views in writing to any such meeting or 

seminar; 
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APPENDIX IV 

PROPOSED EDITS TO THE CODEX PROCEDURAL MANUAL, SECTION 2.1: PROCEDURES FOR THE 

ELABORATION OF CODEX STANDARDS AND RELATED TEXTS 

Proposed edits appear in bold for insertions and strikethrough for deletions. Paragraph 25 in the 30th edition 

of the Codex Procedural Manual has been moved with minor edits to paragraph 29.   

Introduction 

8. It will be for the Commission itself to keep under review the amendment and revision of Codex 

standards. The procedure for amendment or revision should, mutatis mutandis, be that laid down 

for the elaboration of Codex standards, except that the Commission may decide to omit any other 

step or steps of that procedure where, in its opinion, an amendment proposed by a the Codex 

committee subsidiary body concerned, or the Codex Secretariat or Member of the 

Commission where the subsidiary body concerned is abolished or dissolved or has been 

adjourned sine die is either of an editorial nature or of a substantive nature but consequential to 

provisions in similar standards adopted by the Commission at Step 8, as further outlined in Part 

7 Guide to the procedure for the correction, amendment and revision of Codex standards 

and related texts. 

Part 2 Critical review 

Proposals to undertake new work or to amend or revise a standard 

12. Prior to approval for development, each proposal for new work or amendment or revision (as 

appropriate, see Part 7) of a standard shall be accompanied by a project document, prepared 

by the Committee or Member proposing new work or amendment or revision of a standard 

detailing: … 

Part 7 Guide to the procedure for the correction, amendment and revision of Codex standards and related 

texts 

24. The procedure for amending or revising a Codex standard is laid down in paragraph 8 of the 

introduction to Section 2.1: Procedures for the elaboration of Codex standards and related texts. 

This guide provides more detailed guidance on the existing procedure for the amendment and 

revision of Codex standards and related texts.  

25. When the Commission has decided to amend or revise a standard, the unrevised standard will 

remain the applicable Codex standard until the amendment to the standard or the revised 

standard has been adopted by the Commission. 

25. For the purpose of this guide:, correction of a Codex standard or related text means fixing 

any editorial or typographical errors including: 

 incorrect spelling;  

 incorrect bold or italics; 

 other incorrect formatting of text; 

 an incorrect or incomplete transcription; 

 an incorrectly numbered or located footnote; and/or  

 errors in translation. 

A corrigendum for all corrections should be included in the standard or related text and 

the  Commission and relevant subsidiary body notified accordingly. 

26. For the purpose of this guide, the aAmendment of a Codex standard or related text means: 

any addition, change or deletion of text or numerical values in a Codex standard or related text, 

may be editorial or substantive, and concerns one or a limited number of articles in the Codex 

text. In particular, amendments of an editorial nature may include but are not limited to: a) 

correction of an error;  

 editorial changes that are not corrections, as defined in paragraph 25;  

  b) insertion of an explanatory footnote; and c) 
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 updating of references consequential to the adoption, amendment or revision of Codex 

standards and other texts of general applicability, including the provisions in the Codex 

Procedural Manual;  

 alignment of provisions, for consistency, to those in similar standards or related texts 

adopted by the Commission including replacement of content with a reference to 

another Codex text (a consequential amendment);  

 updating of methods of analysis and sampling; and/or  

 may include any other addition, change or deletion of text or numerical values in one 

or a limited number of provisions following due consideration and agreement by the 

relevant subsidiary body and adoption by the Commission. 

An explanation for the amendment should be included in the standard. 

27. Finalization or updating of methods of analysis and sampling as well as alignment of provisions, 

for consistency, to those in similar standards or related texts adopted by the Commission may be 

handled by the Commission in the same manner as amendments of an editorial nature, as far as 

the procedure described in this guide is concerned. 

27. For the purpose of this guide, rRevision means any changes to of a Codex standard or related 

text means a change to the scope, or changes other than those covered under “correction”, 

as defined in paragraph 25 or “amendment”, as defined above in paragraph 26. An 

explanation for the revision should be included in the standard. 

28. The Commission has the final authority to determine whether a proposal made constitutes an 

amendment or a revision., and in the case of an amendment, the procedure by which it is 

addressed.whether an amendment proposed is of an editorial or substantive nature 

Corrections, as described in paragraph 25, are the responsibility of the Codex Secretariat. 

29. When the Commission has decided to amend or revise a standard, the unamended or 

unrevised standard will remain the applicable Codex standard until the amendment to the 

standard or the revised standard has been adopted by the Commission. 

30. Proposals for the amendment or revision of Codex standards and related texts should be 

submitted to the Commission by the subsidiary body concerned., by the Codex Secretariat, or a 

Member of the Commission wWhere the subsidiary body concerned is not in existenceabolished, 

dissolved or has been adjourned sine die, the proposal for an amendment or revision should 

be submitted to the Commission by the Codex Secretariat or a Member of the Commission. 

In the latter case, proposals should be received by the Codex Secretariat in good time (not less 

than three months) before the session of the Commission at which they are to be considered. The 

proposal should be accompanied by a project document (see Part 2 of the elaboration 

procedures) unless the Executive Committee recommends and/or the Commission decides 

otherwise. However, if the amendment proposed is of an editorial nature, the preparation of a 

project document is not required.  

31. Taking into account the outcome of the ongoing critical review conducted by the Executive 

Committee, the Commission decides whether the amendment or revision of a standard is 

necessary. If the Commission decides in the affirmative, one of the following courses of action will 

be taken:  

a) In the case of an amendment of an editorial nature, it will be open to the Commission to adopt 

the amendment at Step 8 of the uniform procedure (see Part 3 of the elaboration procedures).  

b) In the case of an amendment proposed and agreed upon by a subsidiary body, it will also be 

open to the Commission to adopt the amendment at Step 5 or Step 8 of the uniform 

procedure (see Part 3 of the elaboration procedures).  

c) In other cases, the Commission will approve the proposal as new work and the approved new 

work will be referred for consideration to the appropriate subsidiary body, if such body is still 

in existence. If such body is not in existence, the Commission will determine how best to deal 

with the new work. 

32. Where Codex subsidiary bodies have been abolished, or dissolved, or Codex committees have 

been adjourned sine die, the Codex Secretariat keeps under review all Codex standards and 
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related texts elaborated by these bodies and determines the need for any corrections or 

amendments, in particular those arising from decisions of the Commission. 

 If the need for corrections is identified, then the Codex Secretariat should make the 

corrections and notify the Commission and relevant subsidiary body accordingly. 

 If the need for amendments of an editorial or consequential nature is identified, then the 

Codex Secretariat should prepare proposed amendments for consideration and adoption by 

the Commission. 

 If the need for any other amendments of a substantive nature is identified, the Codex 

Secretariat, in cooperation with the national host secretariat of the adjourned committee, if 

applicable, should prepare a working paper containing the reasons for proposing 

amendments and the wording of such amendments as appropriate, and request comments 

from Members of the Commission: a) on the need to proceed with such an amendment and 

b) on the proposed amendment itself. 

 If the majority of the replies received from Members of the Commission is affirmative 

on both the need to amend the standard and the suitability of the proposed wording 

for the amendment or an alternative proposed wording, the proposal should be 

submitted to the Commission for consideration and adoption. 

 In cases where replies do not appear to offer an uncontroversial solution then the 

Commission should be informed accordingly, and it would be for the Commission to 

determine how best to proceed. 
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APPENDIX V 

PROPOSED EDIT TO THE CODEX PROCEDURAL MANUAL, SECTION 7.2: PRINCIPLES CONCERNING 
THE PARTICIPATION OF INTERNATIONAL NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS IN THE WORK 
OF THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION  

It is proposed to add the subheading: “Relations between INGOs holding observer status with Codex” 
between paragraphs 23 and 24 in the 30th edition of the Codex Procedural Manual. 

(…) 

Procedure for obtaining observer status  

International non-governmental organizations having status with FAO and/or official relations with 
WHO  

18. Observer status shall be accorded to those INGOs in consultative status, specialized consultative 
status or liaison status with FAO or INGOs having official relations with WHO that inform the 
Secretary of the Commission of their desire to participate in the work of the Commission and/or any 
or all of the Commission’s subsidiary bodiesxlix on a regular basis. They may also request invitations 
to participate in specific sessions of the Commission or its subsidiary bodies on an ad hoc basis.  

INGOs neither having status with FAO nor official relations with WHO  

19. Before any form of formal relationship is established with a non-governmental organization, such 
organization shall supply the Secretary of the Commission with the information outlined in the annex 
to these procedures.  

20. The Secretary of the Commission will verify the completeness of the information provided by the 
organization and will also perform an initial assessment of whether the organization appears to 
meet the requirements indicated in paragraph 16 of these principles. In case of doubt, he or she 
will consult with the Directors-General of FAO and WHO and may seek further information and 
clarifications from the organization as appropriate.  

21. Upon satisfactory completion of the verification and assessment referred to in the previous 
paragraph, the Secretary of the Commission will submit the application and all relevant information 
received from the applicant to the Executive Committee for its advice, pursuant to Rule IX.6 of the 
Rules of Procedure of the Commission.  

22. The Secretary of the Commission will transmit the application, together with all relevant information 
received from the applicant and the advice of the Executive Committee, to the Directors-General 
who will decide whether an organization is to be granted observer status. In case of rejection of an 
application, a re-application by the same organization shall not normally be considered until two 
years have elapsed since the Directors-General’s decision on the original application.  

23. The Secretary of the Commission shall inform each organization of the Directors-General’s decision 
on its application and shall provide a written explanation of the decision in case of rejection.  

Relations between INGOs holding observer status with Codex  

24. Observer status at specific meetings will not normally be granted to individual organizations that are 
members of a larger organization authorized and that intends to represent them at these meetings.

                                                
xlix The term “subsidiary bodies” means any body established under Rule XI of the Commission’s rules of procedure 
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APPENDIX VI 

PROPOSED EDITS TO THE CODEX PROCEDURAL MANUAL, SECTION 3.4: CRITERIA AND 
PROCEDURAL GUIDELINES FOR CODEX COMMITTEES AND AD HOC INTERGOVERNMENTAL TASK 
FORCES WORKING BY CORRESPONDENCE 

Proposed edits are shown in underlined bold or strikethrough 

Introduction 

56. The criteria and procedural guidelines set out in this section are intended to guide the work and 
conduct of sessions of Codex committees and ad hoc intergovernmental task forces working by 
correspondence. The rules of procedure of the Commission apply mutatis mutandis to committees 
working by correspondence, unless otherwise specified in these guidelines. 

Definitions 

57. Working by correspondence: Describes a working modality that can be assigned by the Commission 
for the development of an approved new work to a Codex committee or ad hoc intergovernmental task 
force, which will normally not hold sessions that require the simultaneous presence of participants. 

58. Committees and ad hoc intergovernmental task forces that are assigned to operate under this modality 
are defined as committees working by correspondence (CWBC) in the remainder of this document. 

59. Session of a CWBC: After the Commission approves the work, assigns it to the committee, and 
authorizes the committee to work by correspondence, the chairperson of the committee in consultation 
with the Codex Secretariat will determine dates for registration of Codex Members and Observers to 
participate in committee deliberations over a defined period of time that will constitute a “session” of 
the committee. The duration of the session should be of sufficient length to allow for deliberations on 
agenda items and report adoption. During a session of a CWBC, participants engage in formal 
consultations by correspondence. However, the chairperson, in consultation with the Codex 
Secretariat, may propose that a specific issue(s) be discussed by simultaneous virtual 
presence of participants if deemed necessary for the efficient conclusion of the item, with the 
agreement of the Members participating in the session of the committee. 

Codex values 

60. An overarching consideration and guiding principle in relation to CWBCs is the need to respect and 
adhere to the Commission’s core values of collaboration, inclusiveness, consensus building, and 
transparency. 

Decision to assign work by correspondence 

61. In deciding whether an approved new work should be undertaken by a CWBC, the Executive 
Committee and the Commission’s assessment will take into account the following criteria: 

 
Criteria Reference 

i. Scope, objective, and content Project document 

ii. Nature and complexity of the work and its previous and recent history in 
Codex (for example, this may include, inter alia, the time frame to develop the 
work) 

Meeting reports 
Project document 

iii. Urgency and importance Project document 

iv. Availability of adequate scientific information and/or other supporting 
information, including any support from expert bodies 

Project document 

v. Potential for assigning the work to another existing committee, with relevant 
expertise. This should take into consideration whether the work can reasonably 
be expected to be completed within a set time frame. 

Terms of reference of 
existing Codex 
committees 

NEW paragraph 62: The CWBC would address only the task(s) assigned by CAC. 

Verification of membership and credentials for participation 

62. The status and credentials of participants in sessions of CWBCs are subject to scrutiny and verification 
by the Codex Secretariat, according to official information provided by CCPs. 

63. Before work in a CWBC commences, and before each subsequent session of a CWBC, there shall be 



REP25/GP - APPENDIX VI   37 

 

a period for registration (opening/closing date) during which Members and Observers may register. 
After the registration period closes, work of the CWBC will take place among participants (i.e. 
communication will not be copied to the whole Codex membership) between the starting date and end 
date of a CWBC session as communicated in the invitation. 

Sessions 

64. To ensure comparability of sessions of committees and ad hoc intergovernmental task forces meeting 
with simultaneous presence of participants and those meeting by correspondence, a session of a 
CWBC is defined as in paragraph 59. 

65. The time frames for implementing the workplan, working languages, and tasks for the session of the 

CWBC including the time frames for preparation of working documents
xxxiv shall be clearly 

documented and shall be agreed by Members at the outset of the session of the CWBC. 

66. The agenda, working documents, and reports should be published on the Codex website. 

67. The work and outputs of the CWBC are subject to critical review by the Executive Committee prior 
to submission to the Commission. 

68. Each session of the CWBC shall be concluded within the time frame prescribed by the Commission. 

Languages 

69. Use of languages for CWBCs shall be in line with Rule XIV of the rules of procedure of the 
Commission.xxxv 

70. It is the responsibility of the host government to ensure adequate funding for translation of working 
documents and the reports, and simultaneous interpretation as appropriate. 

Determining a quorum 

71. The quorum shall be calculated on the basis of Rule VI (7) of the Rules of Procedure of the 
Commission,

xxxvi on the understanding that the majority of Members “attending the session” is construed 
as those having registered for the session within the registration period under paragraphs 62 and 63. 

72. The absence of a quorum shall be reported to the Commission for further guidance. 

Roles of the chairperson and the Codex Secretariat  

The role of the chairperson 

73. The guidelines to chairpersons of Codex committees, coordinating committees and ad hoc 
intergovernmental task forces

xxxvii apply mutatis mutandis to chairpersons of CWBCs. 

In particular, chairpersons of CWBCs should ensure that: 

a) All communications are open to all participating Members and Observers and are carried out in 
an open and transparent manner and in accordance with any guidelines or protocols that may be 
established by the Commission. 

b) All specific matters raised are fully considered by the CWBC. 

c) There is enough time and opportunity for Members and Observers to respond or build on 
comments made by other Members, much like a plenary conversation in real time. 

d) The reports of the CWBC clearly document where there are: i. significant points of difference 

either in relation to the content of the work or with respect to the advancement of a standard 
through the step process. 

e) The rules/procedures specified in the Codex Procedural Manual are adhered to in the CWBC 
setting. 

74. The chairperson(s) of CWBCs may be supported by one or more co-chairpersons and/or assistants.  

The role of the Codex Secretariat 

75. The Codex Secretariat shall perform its usual functions in support of the efficient operation of the 

                                                
xxxiv See Section 3.1: Guidelines to host governments of Codex committees, coordinating committees and ad hoc 

intergovernmental task forces. 
xxxv See Section 1.2 Rules of procedure of the Codex Alimentarius Commission. 
xxxvi See note xx above.  
xxxvii See note xix above.  
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CWBC, including verification of credentials of participants, preparing and circulating CWBC 
documents, and providing guidance and support to the chairperson on procedural and other matters 
relating to the work of the CWBC. 

Consensus 

76. Chairpersons of CWBCs should make every effort to promote consensus-based decision-making, 
which may include informal discussions by using virtual technologies, and should also consider 
implementing measures as described in Section 3.3: Guidelines to chairpersons of Codex 
committees, coordinating committees and ad hoc intergovernmental task forces to facilitate 
consensus building in the elaboration of standards at the committee stage. 

Interpretation of silence 

77. Means of communication to signal support or objection shall be explicitly clarified in advance of 
sessions. It is, however, understood that silence or the absence of specific contrary views or objections 
shall be taken to mean tacit agreement or no objection to proceed as proposed by the chairperson. 
This point should be clearly communicated to all participants to avoid any misunderstanding when 
seeking comment on specific matters under discussion including proposed conclusions on progression 
of a standard through the step process. Chairpersons should allow sufficient time for response to make 
sure that silence is not the result of temporary technical problems. 

Advancement of standards and related texts 

78. In determining the level of consensus when progressing through the step process, chairpersons 
should typically propose a conclusion for consideration by Members, which may be modified and 
presented as revised to achieve consensus. The same practice should be followed by CWBCs. For 
example, a chairperson could propose a conclusion to advance a standard by asking a specific 
question, such as: “Is there any objection to advancing the draft standard to Step X?’’ 

79. CWBCs may use a similar approach, including when determining the level of consensus on more 
detailed points of discussion, such as text changes. 

80. Reservations in the correspondence setting should be treated in the same manner as reservations 
in a physical meeting (i.e. by specifying the basis or rationale of the delegation’s opposition to a 
decision) and should be recorded in the meeting report upon request.xxiii 

Options when a CWBC is not able to progress work 

81. When a CWBC is not able to progress work, it may recommend alternative working mechanisms to 
working by correspondence to the Commission, which may include but are not limited to: 

a) convening a session that requires the simultaneous presence of all participants; 

b) referring the work to another committee (other than the original committee) that has relevant 
expertise on the topic under consideration; or 

c) discontinuing the work. 

82. In addition, the chairperson has the opportunity, as part of the critical review process, to report on the 
status of work and prospects for advancement to the Commission for its consideration. 

Voting 

83. While the rules of procedure of the Commission provide for voting in situations where all efforts to 
achieve consensus have failed, CWBCs shall not resort to voting to resolve differences. In this regard, 
Rule VIII shall not be applicable to CWBCs. 

84. Instead, the option of alternative mechanisms (as described above) to resolve differences which 
cannot be addressed otherwise shall be submitted to the Commission for its consideration. 

Reporting to the Commission 

85. CWBCs shall report to the Commission. As with reports of physical sessions of Codex committees, 
coordinating committees and ad hoc intergovernmental task forces, reports of CWBCs shall be 
prepared by the Codex Secretariat in consultation with the chairperson and the host country 
secretariat. 

86. The conventions and practices that apply to drafting of reports of committees holding physical 
meetings should also be observed, to the extent relevant, by CWBCs. Reports of CWBCs should be 
objective and accurately reflect the discussions, conclusions, and recommendations. 

87. Members of CWBCs have the right to ask that their positions, including reservations and opposition 
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to a recommendation or decision, be recorded in the report of the CWBC. 

88. Members of CWBCs should refrain from raising issues or seeking inclusion of comments that were 
not relevant to the matters under consideration, and such comments will not be included in the report 
of the session consistent with the Commission’s procedure and practice. 

89. The draft report of the CWBC session should be made available to all participants who were registered 
in the session within one week of the conclusion of the agenda and deliberations. The procedures 
for review and comments should be clearly communicated to all participants. 

90. The Codex Secretariat should circulate the final report, as adopted, in not less than three of the 
working languages of the Commission, within one month of conclusion of the CWBC session. 
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	 the term “simultaneous virtual presence” and how it differed from “simultaneous presence” needed further explanation/clarification; and
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	 While the need for this additional paragraph was questioned, given that paragraph 59 already mentioned that the work would be approved and assigned by CAC, concerns were expressed that this was not sufficiently explicit on the scope of work and coul...
	 The Codex Secretariat explained that the new paragraph was proposed based on recent experiences with CWBC, and whether the procedural requirements to refer certain alignment tasks to active commodity committee were relevant when that committee was w...
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	Paragraph 70

	 As a consequential amendment to the new text proposed under paragraph 59, and in response to requests to clarify that the necessary logistical support to ensure equitable participation of Members to the CWBC would be provided, the need for a host co...
	Paragraph 72

	 While not a proposed amendment, a concern was expressed regarding transparency on the issue of quorum in meeting reports and it was proposed that an explicit reference be added on the need to record the absence of a quorum in the CWBC report.
	 It was agreed that the existing wording already foresaw this and no change was needed. Noting that this issue was not specific to CWBC, it was also agreed that CCGP34 would draw the attention of CAC to the need for transparency regarding the quorum ...
	Paragraph 76 and paragraph 81

	 In response to requests from Members, the Codex Secretariat clarified that paragraph 76 referred to the use of virtual tools by the chairperson during informal discussions, while paragraph 59 provided the possibility to use virtual tools during the ...
	 Regarding paragraph 81, the Codex Secretariat noted that these provisions referred to the case when a CWBC, following completion of its deliberations, concluded that it was not able to progress work and in the report of the session submitted to CAC ...
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