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The Codex ad hoc Intergovernmental Task Force on Foods Derived from Biotechnology, at its Sixth Session,
agreed to return the captioned proposed draft Annex to Step 2 for further drafting by a physical working
group led by Canada, co-chaired by Argentina and New Zealand, and open to all the members and observers
(ALINORM 07/30/34 para.59).

This Circular Letter incorporates the report of the physical working group which met on 7 - 9 May 2007 in
Ottawa, Canada. The report includes the proposed draft Annex prepared by the working group as presented
in the Attachment 1. Attachcment 2, which is not part of the proposed draft Annex, is also included to
provide examples to illustrate what is meant by a certain term used therein.

Governments and international organizations wishing to provide comments on the proposed draft Annex at
Step 3, prior to consideration by the Seventh Session of the Task Force at Step 4 (Chiba, Japan, 24 - 28
September 2007), should do so in writing, preferably by email, to the above addresses by 31 July 2007.
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REPORT OF THE WORKING GROUP ON THE PROPOSED DRAFT ANNEX TO THE CODEX
GUIDELINE FOR THE CONDUCT OF FOOD SAFETY ASSESSMENT OF FOODS DERIVED
FROM RECOMBINANT -DNA PLANTS: FOOD SAFETY ASSESSMENT OF FOODS DERIVED
FROM RECOMBINANT-DNA PLANTS MODIFIED FOR NUTRITIONAL OR HEALTH
BENEFITS

BACKGROUND

1. At the Sixth Session (2006), the Codex ad hoc Intergovernmental Task Force on Food Derived from
Biotechnology (Task Force) was invited to discuss the Proposed Draft Annex (Scoping Document) to the
Guideline for the Conduct of Food Safety Assessment of Foods Derived from Recombinant-DNA Plants:
Food Safety Assessment of Foods Derived From Recombinant-DNA Plants Modified for Nutritional or
Healtzh Benefits' and comments on this document, at Step 3, were received by the Task Force by October 1%,
2006°.

2. At the Sixth Session (2006), the Task Force agreed to return the proposed draft Annex to Step 2 for
further drafting by a physical working group to be chaired by Canada and co-chaired by New Zealand and
Argentina. The Task Force agreed that the Working Group would prepare the proposed draft Annex to the
Guideline for the Conduct of Food Safety Assessment of Foods Derived from Recombinant-DNA Plants on
the basis of the outputs of the previous electronic Working Group and the comments received at Step 3
contained in CX/FBT 06/6/5 and CX/FBT 06/6/5-Add.1, as well as comments provided during the Sixth
Session of the Task Force.

3. The Working Group met in Ottawa, Ontario, Canada., on May 7-9, 2007. Attachment 3 lists the
Working Group participants. The Working Group developed a proposed draft Annex to the Codex Plant
Guideline, which is presented in Attachment 1.

4. The key points brought forward in the discussion of the Working Group include the following.

Scope and Structure of the Annex

5. The Working Group agreed with the overall approach taken by the co-chairs in drafting the proposed
draft annex using the structure of a risk assessment, as described in the Working Principles for Risk Analysis
for Application in the Framework of the Codex Alimentarius’. However, it was stressed that the proposed
draft was intended to support existing safety assessment guidance rather than extending to guidance on risk
assessment.

6. The Working Group agreed that the scope of the document would be limited to the food safety
assessment of foods derived from plants modified for nutritional or health benefits and that risk management
measures were outside this scope. Extensive discussion was held on whether specific examples of risk
management measures should be included in the text, but the Working Group agreed that this was not
required.

7. The Working Group agreed that the assessment of the benefits of foods derived from plants modified
for nutritional or health benefit was outside the scope of the document. However, the delegation of the
European Community and the delegations of its three Member States attending the meeting, in line with the
common position already expressed by the European Community and delegates, were of the view that the
positive work started by the Working Group on Food Safety Assessment of Foods derived from
recombinant-DNA Plants modified for Nutritional or Health benefit needs to be completed by further Codex
work on the specific characterization of the benefits related to the food derived from recombinant-DNA
Plants modified for nutritional or health benefit. In particular the delegations referred to above were of the
view that risks and benefits should be expressed in a way they can be weighed up.

8. The Working Group agreed that taking into account the agreed scope the annex, it should not repeat or
revise the safety assessment approach taken in the Guideline for the Conduct of Food Safety Assessment of
Foods Derived from Recombinant-DNA Plants and instead agreed it should focus specifically on those areas
which are specific to the assessment foods derived from plants modified for nutritional or health benefit.

' CX/FBT 06/6/5
> CX/FBT 06/6/5-Add. 1
* Codex Alimentarius Commission Procedural Manual, 16" edition.
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9. The Working Group discussed whether there would be a need to revisit the formatting and the
structure of the draft annex attached to this report. Some delegations suggested that, for the sake of clarity, it
would be advantageous to revisit the sequential order of the paragraphs in section three during Seventh
Session of the Task Force meeting to be held in September 2007.

Assessment of Food Safety Considerations

10.  Some discussion occurred in the Working Group around the need to include examples at certain points
in the text. In particular the Working Group discussed whether examples of the term “undesirable
substances” would be need in paragraph 1b of Attachment 1. One delegation indicated a preference to
include the examples of “toxins, allergens and anti-nutritional factors”. The group could not agree on the
addition of these examples to the text and due to time limitations the group agreed that these examples would
be left out of the draft Annex.

11. The Working Group had some very useful discussions on the need to include definitions for the text,
which terms would require definition and the correct definition of those terms. After several lengthy
discussions on the subject the Working Group agreed that the only definition that would be included in the
Annex was that for “nutrient”. The group agreed that definitions for “related substances”, “bioavailability”,
“undesirable substances” and “upper levels” were not to be included in the text, either because an established
definition existed in other codex publications or because the Working Group felt that other Codex
Committees were better qualified to define those terms.

12.  Text was proposed by the European Community specifically proposing a general principle to be taken
into account during the exposure assessment, regarding that these foods should not be nutritionally
disadvantageous to the consumer compared with the foods intended to be replaced. Argentina and other
delegations expressed that this text was likely outside the scope of the document since it encompasses the
consideration of benefits and besides it refers to decisions to be taken during risk management, and for these
reasons it should not be included in the draft Annex. Mexico also noted that the text was presented on the
third day of the meeting and due to time constraints it could not fully considered by the delegates or even
discussed. Therefore, it was agreed that this text would be placed in the draft annex in square brackets (in
paragraph 14 of Attachment 1) to be further discussed at the Task Force meeting.

13.  Additional text, regarding the proper design of feeding studies, was also proposed by the European
Community. Again this text was introduced on the final day of the meeting and so could not be fully
discussed by the delegates. It was agreed to the insertion of the text in square brackets (in paragraph 12 of
Attachment 1) so that it could be fully discussed at the Task Force meeting

14. The Working Group noted that the term “multiple chemical forms” was ambiguous, so it was placed in
square brackets (in paragraph 9 of Attachment 1) so that it could be clarified. New Zealand, as one of the co-
chairs, offered to provide examples to illustrate what was meant by the term. These examples are included in
Attachment 2.

15.  The Task Force is invited to consider the proposed draft Annex to the Codex Plant Guideline on Food
Safety Assessment of Foods Derived from Recombinant-DNA Plants Modified for Nutritional of Health
Benefits with a view towards its further progression in the Codex Step Procedure.
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Attachment 1

PROPOSED DRAFT ANNEX: Food Safety Assessment of Foods Derived from Recombinant-DNA
Plants Modified for Nutritional or Health Benefits

Section 1 — Introduction

1.

General guidance for the safety assessment of foods derived from recombinant-DNA plants is
provided in the Codex Guideline for the Conduct of Food Safety Assessment of Foods Derived from
Recombinant-DNA Plants (CAC/GL 45-2003) (Codex Plant Guideline). This annex provides
additional considerations that are specific to foods modified for nutritional or health benefits. The
document does not extend beyond a safety assessment and therefore, it does not cover assessment of
the benefits themselves or any corresponding health claims, or risk-management measures”.

The following factors determine whether a recombinant-DNA plant is a recombinant-DNA Plant
Modified for Nutritional or Health Benefits, and as such within the scope of this Annex:

(a) the recombinant-DNA plant exhibits a particular trait in portion(s) of the plant intended for food
use, and;

(b) The trait is a result of either i) alteration of either the quantity or bioavailability of a nutrient(s)
or related substance(s), ii) removal or reduction of undesirable substance(s), or iii) alteration of
the interaction(s) of nutritional relevance of these substances.

Section 2 - Definition:

The definition below applies to this Annex:
Nutrient’ - means any substance normally consumed as a constituent of food:
(a) which provides energy; or
(b) which is needed for growth and development and maintenance of healthy life; or

(c) a deficit of which will cause characteristic biochemical or physiological changes to occur.

Section 3 — Food Safety Assessment

3.

The Codex General Principles for the Addition of Essential Nutrients to Foods (CAC/GL 09-1987
(amended 1989, 1991) (Codex Essential Nutrient Principles) are generally applicable to the
assessment of food derived from a plant which is modified by increasing the amount of a nutrient(s)
or related substance(s) available for absorption and metabolism. The Food Safety Framework
outlined within the Codex Plant Guideline® applies to the overall safety assessment of a food derived
from a recombinant-DNA plant modified for nutritional or health benefits. This annex presents
additional considerations regarding the food safety assessment of those foods.

Foods derived from recombinant-DNA plants modified for nutritional or health benefits may benefit
certain populations/sub populations, while other populations/sub populations may be at risk from the
same food’.

Rather than trying to identify every hazard associated with a particular food, the intention of a safety
assessment of food derived from recombinant-DNA plants is the identification of new or altered
hazards relative to the conventional counterpart. Since recombinant-DNA plants modified for
nutritional or health benefits result in food products with a composition that may be significantly
different from their conventional counterparts, the choice of an appropriate comparator is of great
importance for the safety assessment addressed in this annex (Codex Plant Guideline paragraph 4
and 51). Those alterations identified in a plant modified to obtain nutritional or health benefits are
the subject of this safety assessment.

* Principles for the Risk Analysis of Foods Derived from Modern Biotechnology (CAC/GL 44-2003, paragraph 19)

> General Principles for the addition of essential Nutrients to Foods - CAC/GL 09-1987 (amended 1989, 1991)

% Paragraphs 18-21 (Safety Framework) and 48-53 (Nutrition Modification)

7 Further guidance for susceptible and high-risk population groups is provided in paragraph 49 of CAC/GL 45-2003 -
Guideline for the conduct of food safety assessment of foods derived from recombinant-DNA plants.
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6.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Upper levels of intake for many nutrients have been set out by some national, regional and
international bodies® may be considered, as appropriate.

The safety assessment of related substances should follow a case-by-case approach taking into
account upper levels as well as other values, e.g. Acceptable Daily Intake (ADI), where appropriate.

Although it is preferable to use a scientifically-determined upper level of intake of a specific nutrient
or related substance, when no such value has been determined, consideration may be given to an
established history of safe use for nutrients or related substances that are consumed in the diet if the
resulting exposure would be consistent with those historical safe levels.

With conventional fortification of food, typically the [chemical form] of a nutrient is characterised
and added at controlled concentrations. Concentration levels of plant nutrients or related substances
may vary in both conventionally bred and recombinant-DNA plants due to growing conditions. In
addition, [multiple chemical forms/analogues] of the nutrient that may not be characterized from a
nutrition perspective might be expressed in the food as a result of the modification. Where
appropriate, information may be needed on the [multiple chemical forms/ analogues] of the
nutrient(s) or related substance(s) expressed in the portion of the plant intended for food use, their
respective levels and their combined bioavailability in the food.

Bioavailability of the nutrient(s), related substance(s), or undesirable substance(s) in the food that
were the subject of the modification in the recombinant-DNA plant should be established, where
appropriate.

Bioavailability will vary for different nutrients, and testing regimes should be relevant to the
nutrient, and the food containing the nutrient, as well as the health, nutritional status and dietary
practices of the specific populations consuming the food. In vitro, and in vivo bioavailability
methods exist, the latter conducted in animals and in humans. In vitro methods can provide
information to assess extent of release of a substance from plant tissues during the digestive process.
In vivo studies, in particular, human studies may provide more relevant information about whether
and to what extent the nutrient or related substance is bioavailable.

[In the case animal studies are performed to assess the nutritional value and the bioavailability of the
newly expressed substance(s), the animal species (strain/sex) should be sensitive enough to the
nutrient(s), or substance(s) in question. The control diets need to be formulated in such a way that
the key measured endpoints are responsive to a difference in the quantity and/or bioavailability of
the enhanced nutrient(s), substance(s), or decreased undesirable substance(s). In the case of a new, or
increased level of a nutrient(s) or related substance(s), the choices for control diets may be made on a
case-by-case basis and the appropriate comparator(s) with and without external fortification may be
necessary. |

Guidance on dietary exposure assessment of foods derived from recombinant-DNA plants with
nutritional modifications is provided in paragraph 49 of the Codex Plant Guideline. In the context of
this Annex, dietary exposure assessment is the estimation of the concentration of the nutrient(s) or
related substance(s) in a food, the usual consumption of that food, and any known factors that impact
bioavailability. Exposure to a nutrient(s) or related substance(s) should be evaluated in the context of
the total diet and the assessment should be carried out based on the customary dietary consumption,
by the relevant population(s), of the corresponding food that is likely to be displaced. Most, if not all,
aspects of exposure assessment are not unique to recombinant-DNA plants modified for nutritional
or health benefits.

[When evaluating the exposure, it is appropriate to take into account that the consumption of the
modified food should not be nutritionally disadvantageous to the consumer compared with the food
that it intends to replace. Possible exceptions to this consideration related to differences in regional
consumption patterns could be assessed on a case-by-case basis. |

The first step of an exposure assessment is determining the level(s) of the substance(s) in question in
the portion of the plant intended for food use. Guidance on determining changes in levels of these
substances is provided in the Plant Guideline.’

¥ Where such guidance is not provided by Codex, information provided by the FAO/WHO may be preferably
considered.
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16. Consumption patterns will vary from country to country depending on the importance of the food in
the diet(s) of a given population(s). Therefore, it is recommended that consumption estimates are
based on national or regional food consumption data when available, using existing guidance' on
estimation of exposure in a given population(s). When national or regional data is unavailable, FAO
diet data may provide a useful resource. Data on staple food products may also be supplemented by
information from FAO Food Balance Sheets.

17. To assess the safety of a food derived from a recombinant-DNA plant modified for a nutritional or
health benefit, the estimated intake of the nutrient or related substance in the population(s) is
compared with the nutritional or toxicological reference values, such as upper levels of intake, ADIs
for that nutrient or related substance, where these values exist. This may involve assessments of
different consumption scenarios against the relevant nutritional reference value, taking into account
possible changes in bioavailability, or extend to probabilistic methods that characterise the
distribution of exposures within the relevant population(s).

® CAC/GL 45-2003. Guideline for the conduct of food safety assessment of foods derived from recombinant-DNA
plants, paragraphs 44 and 45.

' A Model for Establishing Upper Levels of Intake for Nutrients and Related Substances. Report of a Joint FAO/WHO
Technical Workshop on Nutrient Risk Assessment. WHO Headquarters, Geneva, Switzerland, 2-6 May 2005
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Attachment 2
Examples of different chemical forms of nutrients''

Nutrient Forms

Iron Porphyrin-bound iron in hemoglobin and myoglobin from meat, poultry, and
fish is more readily absorbed than nonheme iron found in foods of plant and
animal origin.

Selenium Main food sources of selenium are the organic forms, selenocysteine and
selenomethionine, which tend to be better absorbed than selenite, the
inorganic form

Zinc Organic zinc complexes (e.g., from oysters) are more readily absorbed than
inorganic zinc salts
Folate Polyglutamates (mainly 5-methyl tetrahydrofolate [SMeTHF] in fresh food)

are less well absorbed than synthetic monoglutamate form (i.e., folic acid)

Vitamin B6 | Free pyridoxine, pyridoxamine (plus phosphorylated forms) in plants and
pyridoxal (plus phosphorylated forms in animal foods) are better absorbed
than pyridoxine B-D-glucoside in heat-processed milk products

Niacin Niacin in mature maize, present as nicotinic acid esterified to polysaccharides,
which is unavailable for absorption

" Table adapted from Gibson RS (2007) The role of diet- and host-related factors in nutrient bioavailability and thus in
nutrient-based dietary requirement estimates. Food and Nutrition Bulletin vol. 28, no. 1 (supplement), 77-100.



CL 2007/18-FBT

8

Attachment 3

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS
LISTE DES PARTICIPANTS
LISTA DE PARTICPANTES

CHAIRPERSON/PRESIDENT/PRESIDENTE

Dr. William Yan

Chief, Evaluation Division,
Bureau of Microbial Hazards
Food Directorate, Health Canada
Government of Canada

Banting Building

251 Sir Frederick Banting Driveway
Ottawa, Ontario P.L. 2204A1

Canada K1A 0K9

Phone: +1 613 941 5535
Fax: +1 613 952 6400

E-mail: William_Yan@hc-sc.gc.ca

MEMBER COUNTRIES

ARGENTINA
ARGENTINE
ARGENTINA

Mr. Martin Alfredo Lema

Technical Coordinator, Biotechnology Office,
Secretariat of Agriculture, Livestock,

Fisheries and Food,

Av. Paseo Colon 922, Pi so 2, of. 246- Buenos Aires,
C 1 063ACW, Argentina

Phone: +54 11 4349 2070

Fax: +54 11 43492178

E-mail: mlema@mecon.gov.ar

AUSTRALIA
AUSTRALIE
AUSTRALIA

Dr. Lisa Kelly Principal Scientist,

Scientific Risk Assessment and Evaluation, Food
Standards Australia New Zealand

PO BOX 7186, Canberra BC ACT, 2610 Australia
Phone: +61 3 6284 8649

Fax: +61 2 6271 2278

E-mail: lisa.kelly@foodstandards.gov.au

Ms. Janine Lewis

Principal Nutritionist,

Food Standards Australia New Zealand

PO BOX 7186, Canberra BC ACT, 2610 Australia
Phone: +61 2 6271 2245

Fax: +61 2 6271 2278

E-mail: janine.lewis@foodstandards.gov.au

BRAZIL
BRESIL
BRASIL

Dr. Paulo José Péret Sant’Ana

General Coordinator of Biotechnology and Health
Secretariat of Policies and Programmes for P&D
Ministry of Science and Technology

Esplananda dos Ministérios, Bloco E, sala256
Brazilia DF. Brazil 70067-900

Phone: +55 61 3317 8008

Fax: +55 61 3317 7766

E-mail: pperet@mct.gov.br

Dr. Marilia R Nutti

Researcher, Embrapa Food Technology

Ministry of Agriculture, livestock and Food Supply
Av. das Americas 29501-Guaratiba

2320-470 Rio De Janeiro, Brazil

Phone: +55 21 24109555 Fax: +55 21 2410 1090
E-mail: marilia@.ctaa.embrapa.br

Miss Laila Sofia Mouawad

Health Expert, General Office of Foods
Brazilian National Health Surveillance Agency
SEPN 511, Bloco A, sala 215A,

Brazilia DF. Brazil 70750-541

Phone: +55 61 3448 6330/6352

Fax: + 55 61 3448 6274

E-mail: Laila.mouawad@anvisa.gov.br

Miss Elkiane Macedo Rama

Health Regulatory Expert

General Office of Toxicology

Brazilian National Health Surveillance Agency
SEPN 511, Bloco A, sala 206B,

Brazilia DF. Brazil 70750-541

Phone: +55 61 3448 6195

Fax: + 55 61 3448 6287

E-mail: elkiane.rama@anvisa.gov.br




CL 2007/18-FBT

Miss Juliana Ribeiro Alexandre

Federal Inspector

GMO Biosafety Coordination

Secretariat of Agriculture and livestock Defense
Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock and Food Supply
Esplananda dos Ministérios, Bloco D,AnexoB, Sala
450

Brazilia DF. Brazil 70043-900

Phone: +55 61 3218 2320

Fax: +55 61 3224 3995

E-mail: JULIANARA@AGRICULTURA.GOV.BR

CANADA
CANADA
CANADA

Miss Nora S. Lee

Chief, Nutrition Evaluation Division
Bureau of Nutritional Sciences,
Food Directorate, Health Canada,
251 Sir Frederick Banting Driveway
KI1A 0K9

Ottawa, Canada

Phone: +1 613 957 0352

Fax: +1 613 941 6636

E-mail: nora_lee@hc-sc.gc.ca

Miss Lynne Underhill

Section Head, Nutritional Quality and Safety
Bureau of Nutritional Sciences,

Food Directorate, Health Canada

251 Sir Frederick Banting Driveway

KI1A 0K9

Ottawa, Canada

Phone: +1 613 957-0352

Fax: +1 613 941 6636

E-mail: Lynne Underhill@hc-sc.gc.ca

CHILE
CHILI
CHILE

Mrs. Luisa Lina Maura Garcia Kipreos

Profesional del Departmento de Alimentos y Nutricion

Politicas Publicas Saludables y Promocion
Ministerio de Salud

Enrique Mac Iver 541 Santiago,

8320064, Chile

Phone: +56 2 5740393

Fax: +56 2 664905

E-mail : Ikipreos@minsal.cl

CHINA
CHINE
CHINA

Mr. Zhongwen Fu

Engineer,

Development Center for Science and Technology,
MOA

No 18, Maizidian Street, Chaoyang District
Beijing, 100026 P.R. China

Phone: +86 10 6419 5090

Fax: +86 10 6419 5090

E-mail : fuzhongwen@agri.gov.cn

Mr. Xiaoguang Yang

Professor, National Institue of Nutrition and Food
Safety,

China CDC

29 Nanwei Road, Beijing 10050 China,

Phone: +86 10 8313 2798

Fax: +86 10 8313 2808

E-mail : xgyangcdc@vip.sina.com

FRANCE
FRANCE
FRANCIA

Prof. Ambroise Martin

Afssa Expert, Nutrition Panel

French Food Safety Agency

Université Claude Bernard Lyon 1

8 Avenue Rockefeller, F-69373 Lyon Cedex 08
Paris, France

Phone: +33 4 7877 2879

Fax: +33 4 7877 7104

E-mail: ambroise.martin@sante.univ-lyonl.fr

GERMANY
ALLEMAGNE
ALEMANIA

Dr. Maria Anna Schauzu

Scientific Director,

Department of Risk Communication
Federal Institute of Risk Assessment
Thielallee 88-92, Berlin, D-14195 Germany
Phone: +49 30 8412 3758

Fax: +49 30 8412 3635

E-mail: maria-anna.schauzu@bfr.bund.de

JAPAN
JAPON
JAPON

Dr. Chieko Ikeda

Director, Office of International Food Safety
Department of Food Safety

Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare
1-2-1, Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku,

Tokyo, 100-8916, Japan

Phone: +81 3 3595 2326

Fax: +81 3 3503 7965

E-mail : codexj@mhlw.go.jp




CL 2007/18-FBT

Dr. Mari Yoshitomi

Deputy Director, Risk Assessment Division,

Food Safety Commission Secretariat, Cabinet Office
Government of Japan Prudential Tower 6F, 2-13-10
Nagata-cho, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo, 100-8989, Japan
Phone: +81 3 5251 9168

Fax: +81 3 3591 2236

E-mail: mari.yoshitomi@cao.go.jp

Dr. Yoko Iwasaki

Deputy Director, Standards and Evaluation Division
Department of Food Safety

Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare

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

Tokyo, 100-8916, Japan

Phone: +81 3 5253 1111ext. 2979

Fax: +81 3 3501 4867

E-mail : codexj@mhlw.go.jp

Dr. Reiko Teshima

Special Adviser, Food Safety Commission
National Institute of Health Sciences
1-18-1, Kamiyoga, Setagaya-ku

Tokyo, 158-8501, Japan

Phone: +81 3 3700 9437

Fax: +81 3 3707 6950

E-mail: rteshima@nihs.go.jip

Dr. Kazutaka Yamamoto

Head of Laboratory, Food Piezotechnology Laboratory
Food Engineering Division

National Food Research Institute

2-1-12, Kannondai, Tsukuba,

Ibaraki, 305-8642 Japan

Phone: +81 29 838 7152 Fax: +81 29 838 7152
E-mail: kazutaka@affrc.go.jp

Dr. Hiroshi Yoshikura

Advisor, Pharmaceutical and Food Safety Bureau
Department of Food Safety

Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare

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

Tokyo, 100-8916, Japan

Phone: +81 3 3595 2326

Fax: +81 3 3503 7965

E-mail: codexj@mhlw.go.jp

KOREA
LA COREE
COREA

Mr. Jaemyoung Oh

Reviewer and Scientific Officer, Novel Food Team
Nutritional & Functional Food Headquarter

Korea Food and Drug Administration

#194 Tongil-ro Eunpyung-gu, Seoul,

Korea, 122-704

Phone: +82 2 380 1332

Fax: +82 2 380 1656

E-mail: osm5810@kfda.go.kr

10

MEXICO
MEXIQUE
MEXICO

Dr. Marcelo Signorini Porchietto

Comision de Evidencia y Manejo de Riesgos
Comision Federal para la Proteccion contra Riesgos
Sanitarios Secretaria de Salud

Monterrey No. 33 Piso 10 col. Roma, Delegacion
Cuauhtémoc Mexico, 07600

Phone: +52 55 50 80 51 47

Fax: +52 5552 07 30 32

E-mail: msignorini@salud.gob.mx

Ms. Martha Galicia

Conmexico Asesor

Seneca # 65 Col. Polanco Chapultepec
Mexico, C.P. 11560

E-mail: mgalicia@att.net.mx

NEW ZEALAND
NOUVELLE -ZELANDE
NUEVA ZELANDA

Dr. Paul Dansted

Principal Advisor (Chemicals)
Science Group

New Zealand Food Safety Authority
PO Box 2835, Wellington

New Zealand, 6140

Phone: +64 4 894 2536

Fax: + 64 4 894 2530

E-mail: paul.dansted@nzfsa.govt.nz

Ms. Jenny Reid

Assistant Director,

New Zealand Food Safety Authority
PO Box 2835, Wellington

New Zealand 6140

Phone: +64 4 894 2582

Fax: +64 4 894 2583

E-mail: jenny.reid@nzfsa.govt.nz

Miss Rochelle Finlay

Programme Manager,

New Zealand Food Safety Authority
PO Box 2835, Wellington

New Zealand 6140

Phone: +64 4 894 2418

Fax: +64 4 894 2583

E-mail: rochelle.finlay@nzfsa.govt.nz




CL 2007/18-FBT

NORWAY
NORVEGE
NORUEGA

Dr. Merethe Aasmo Finne

Advisor, Head Office, Section for Nutrition and
Quality

Norwegian Food Safety Authority

PO Box 383 N-2381

Bumunddal, Norway

Phone: +47 23 21 68 00

Fax: +47 23 21 68 01

E-mail: Merethe.aasmo.finne(@mattilsynet.no

SINGAPORE
SINGAPOUR
SINGAPUR

Miss Kim Ping Tan

Senior Officer, Secretariat

Genetic Modification Advisory Committee
20 Biopolis Way #08-01 Centros
Singapore 138668

Phone: + 65 68266355

Fax: + 65 64789581

E-mail: TAN_Kim_Ping@a-star.edu.sg

SWEDEN
SUEDE
SUECIA

Dr. Hans Christer Andersson
Toxicologist, Toxicology Division
Research and Development Department
National Food Administration

Box 622 SE-751 26

Uppsala, Sweden

Phone: +46 18 175764

Fax: +46 18 105848

E-mail: chan@slv.se

Dr. Per Erik Bergman

Senior Advisor, Ministry of Agriculture
Animal and food Division

103 33, Stockholm, Sweden

Phone: + 46 8 405 5449

Fax: + 46 8 405 4970

E-mail: per.bergman@agriculture.ministry.se

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ETATS-UNIS D’AMERIQUE
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USA 63167
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International
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N.Y. 10703 USA

Phone: +914-378-2452 /914-378-2455

Fax: +914-378-2928

E-mail: hansmi@consumer.org
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ORGANIZATION
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Regulatory Affairs Manager
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