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APPENDIX VII 
REVISION OF THE CLASSIFICATION OF FOOD AND FEED: 

ANY CLASS: TYPE ON MISCELLANEOUS COMMODITIES NOT MEETING THE CRITERIA 
FOR CROP GROUPING AND PROPOSED GROUPS 

(At Step 5/8) 
(For adoption by CAC) 

CLASS A PRIMARY FOOD COMMODITIES OF PLANT ORIGIN 
TYPE MISCELLANEOUS Primary Food Commodities of Plant Origin 
Miscellaneous commodities are those commodities which do not meet the criteria for crop grouping. These 
criteria include (1) commodity’s similar potential for pesticide residues, (2) similar morphology, (3) similar 
production practices, growth habits, etc., (4) edible portion, (5) similar GAP for pesticides uses, (6) similar 
residue behavior, and (7) to provide flexibility for setting subgroup tolerances. Due to the heterogeneous nature 
of miscellaneous commodities, no representative commodity will be established for miscellaneous groups.  

Portion of commodity to which the MRL applies (and which is analysed): Whole commodity as prepared for 
wholesale or retail distribution. 

Type No. Group 

Group 
Letter 
Code 

M Miscellaneous 029 Miscellaneous, unclassified commodities MU 

MU 0001 Foxnut 
Euryale ferox Salisb. 

MU 0002 Lotus seed 
Nelumbo nucifera Gaertn. 

MU 0003 Water chestnut 
Trapa natans L. 
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CLASS B PRIMARY FOOD COMMODITIES OF ANIMAL ORIGIN 
TYPE MISCELLANEOUS Primary Food commodities of Animal Origin 
Miscellaneous commodities are those commodities which do not meet the criteria for crop grouping. These 
criteria include (1) commodity’s similar potential for pesticide residues, (2) similar morphology, (3) similar 
production practices, growth habits, etc., (4) edible portion, (5) similar GAP for pesticides uses, (6) similar 
residue behavior, and (7) to provide flexibility for setting subgroup tolerances. Due to the heterogeneous nature 
of miscellaneous commodities, no representative commodity will be established for miscellaneous groups.  

Portion of commodity to which the MRL applies (and which is analysed): Whole commodity as prepared for 
wholesale or retail distribution. 

Type No. Group 

Group 
Letter 
Code 

M Miscellaneous 049M Miscellaneous, unclassified commodities MU 

MU 000X 

MU 000X 

MU 000X 
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CLASS C PRIMARY FEED COMMODITIES 
TYPE MISCELLANEOUS Primary Animal Feed commodities 
Miscellaneous commodities are those commodities which do not meet the criteria for crop grouping. These 
criteria include (1) commodity’s similar potential for pesticide residues, (2) similar morphology, (3) similar 
production practices, growth habits, etc., (4) edible portion, (5) similar GAP for pesticides uses, (6) similar 
residue behavior, and (7) to provide flexibility for setting subgroup tolerances. Due to the heterogeneous nature 
of miscellaneous commodities, no representative commodity will be established for miscellaneous groups.  

Portion of commodity to which the MRL applies (and which is analysed): Whole commodity as prepared for 
wholesale or retail distribution. 

Type No. Group 

Group 
Letter 
Code 

M Miscellaneous 053 Miscellaneous, unclassified commodities MU 

MU 000X 

MU 000X 

MU 000X 
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CLASS D PROCESSED FOOD COMMODITIES OF PLANT ORIGIN 
TYPE MISCELLANEOUS Processed Foods of Plant Origin 
Miscellaneous commodities are those commodities which do not meet the criteria for crop grouping. These 
criteria include (1) commodity’s similar potential for pesticide residues, (2) similar morphology, (3) similar 
production practices, growth habits, etc., (4) edible portion, (5) similar GAP for pesticides uses, (6) similar 
residue behavior, and (7) to provide flexibility for setting subgroup tolerances. Due to the heterogeneous nature 
of miscellaneous commodities, no representative commodity will be established for miscellaneous groups.  

Portion of commodity to which the MRL applies (and which is analysed): Whole commodity as prepared for 
wholesale or retail distribution. 

Type No. Group 

Group 
Letter 
Code 

M Miscellaneous 079 Miscellaneous, unclassified commodities MU 

MU 000X 

MU 000X 

MU 000X 
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CLASS E PROCESSED FOODS OF ANIMAL ORIGIN 
TYPE MISCELLANEOUS Processed Foods of Animal Origin 
Miscellaneous commodities are those commodities which do not meet the criteria for crop grouping. These 
criteria include (1) commodity’s similar potential for pesticide residues, (2) similar morphology, (3) similar 
production practices, growth habits, etc., (4) edible portion, (5) similar GAP for pesticides uses, (6) similar 
residue behavior, and (7) to provide flexibility for setting subgroup tolerances. Due to the heterogeneous nature 
of miscellaneous commodities, no representative commodity will be established for miscellaneous groups.  

Portion of commodity to which the MRL applies (and which is analysed): Whole commodity as prepared for 
wholesale or retail distribution. 

Type No. Group 

Group 
Letter 
Code  

M Miscellaneous 093 Miscellaneous, unclassified commodities MU  

MU 000X  
  

MU 000X  
  

MU 000X 
  

 

 


	REP19_PRe_cv
	REP19_PRe_sum-index-abbreviations-CRDlist
	REP19_PRe(bd)
	INTRODUCTION
	OPENING OF THE SESSION
	2. Mr. Taolin Zhang, Vice Minister of Agriculture and Rural Affairs of the People’s Republic of China, opened the Session, congratulated CCPR on its progress over the years; underscored China’s efforts to establish the MRL system in conformity to inte...
	3. Mr. Soren Madsen on behalf of FAO and WHO, also addressed the Committee.
	Division of Competence
	ADOPTION OF THE PROVISIONAL AGENDA (Agenda Item 1)0F
	MATTERS REFERRED TO THE COMMITTEE BY CAC AND/OR OTHER SUBSIDIARY BODIES (Agenda Item 3)1F
	Guidelines for the Determination of Pesticides as Endocrine Disruptors and Harmonized Risk Management Approaches in Respect of their Presence in Foods
	9. India introduced their paper and recalled that they had presented a proposal to CCPR50; that CCPR, while recognizing the importance of the issue, pointed out that the work went beyond the mandate of CCPR and had suggested that India present their p...
	10. India, in presenting its proposal noted:
	 the growing concerns over pesticides with endocrine disrupting properties;
	 that approaches followed by some countries did not consider the core principle of risk as opposed to hazard and that such approaches could lead to potential trade impediments;
	 that pesticides were essential for pest management control which in turn contributed to sustainable agriculture; and
	 the negative effect of pesticides with endocrine disruption properties on health and required priority consideration using a risk-based approach to ensure consumer health protection and food security.
	11. In view of these points, India requested that CCPR endorse the new work proposal which would help to address the possible health issues and trade concerns of pesticides having ED properties.
	MATTERS OF INTEREST ARISING FROM FAO AND WHO (Agenda Item 4a)2F
	FAO/WHO/OECD workshop on the harmonization of residues definitions
	Acute probabilistic dietary exposure assessment for pesticides
	22. The Representative of WHO informed CCPR that the assessment was done and the draft report was available for comment. CCPR noted that the draft report would be relevant for the work under Agenda Item 9.
	23. CCPR noted that Japan had started collection of food consumption data for the purpose of calculating dietary intake of pesticide residues and contaminants and would provide data once this project had been completed.
	24. The Representative welcomed this offer and also encouraged other members to contribute data.
	Use of antimicrobials in plant agriculture
	REPORT ON ITEMS OF GENERAL CONSIDERATION BY THE 2018 JMPR (Agenda Item 5a)4F
	REVISION OF THE CLASSIFICATION OF FOOD AND FEED (CXM 4-1989)
	TABLE ON EXAMPLES OF REPRESENTATIVE COMMODITIES FOR COMMODITY GROUPS IN DIFFERENT TYPES UNDER CLASS C AND CLASS D (FOR INCLUSION IN THE PRINCIPLES AND GUIDANCE FOR THE SELECTION OF REPRESENTATIVE COMMODITIES FOR THE EXTRAPOLATION OF MRLS FOR PESTICIDE...
	MISCELLANEOUS COMMODITIES NOT MEETING THE CRITERIA FOR CROP GROUPING (Agenda Item 7f)12F
	CLASS B – PRIMARY FOOD COMMODITIES OF ANIMAL ORIGIN: COMMON DEFINITION OF EDIBLE ANIMAL TISSUES FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF MRLs FOR PESTICIDES AND VETERINARY DRUGS FOR COMPOUNDS WITH DUAL USES (AS PESTICIDES AND VETERINARY DRUGS) FOR USE BY CCPR AND CCR...
	157. New Zealand introduced the item and reminded CCPR of the background for the work, highlighted the key discussions in the EWG and proposed to focus discussion on the questions in paragraph 9 of CX/PR 19/51/12.
	158. CCPR further noted that the recommendations of the JMPR/JECFA WG on the revision of the guidance document for residue definition presented in CX/PR 19/51/3-Add.1 was relevant to the discussion in particular as per question 1 in paragraph 9. In th...
	159. CCPR agreed to consider the questions in paragraph 9 and to use the background information contained in CX/PR 19/51/3-Add.1 and CX/PR 19/51/12 to inform its discussion:
	Question 1: CCRVDF uses the term muscle, while CCPR uses meat. Can these terms be consolidated? If so, what is the appropriate term to use?
	160. CCPR noted that there was support for alignment of terms between CCPR and CCRVDF and while there was a preference for the term “muscle” there was also support for the term “meat”. A proposal was also made for a definition for the term “muscle”.
	161. Delegations also pointed out the following should be taken into account:
	 In considering harmonization and use of terminology, it was important to note how the terms would be used and how they vary in international trade.
	 While terminology was important, the definition of terms was more important.
	 What would be the implication of the outcome of harmonization of terminology – this could impact on the existing MRLs as they were recommended on the basis of residues in fat followed by the term (“fat”). For checking compliance with MRLs, the trimm...
	 Terminology was important for risk assessment and if nomenclature were changed, then such a change would also be required in the FAO manual.
	162. CCPR could not agree on the use of either terms and agreed to further consider this matter together with a possible harmonized definition for these terms at its next session. CCPR thus agreed to request comments on the JECFA/JMPR proposed definit...
	Question 2: is the proposed consolidated edible offal definition acceptable: “Those parts of an animal, apart from the meat from the carcass, that are considered fit for human consumption.”
	163. CCPR discussed the proposal from CCRVDF and an alternative proposal: “the organs of the thoracic and abdominal cavities, the brain, the muscular tissues of the head, the tissues of the diaphragm, the tail, the feet or tendons”.
	164. Delegations noted that if the more general definition from CCRVDF included the term “meat” and depending on the decision on terminology and a decision to use “muscle” in CCPR, then it would be more appropriate to use the term “skeletal muscle” in...
	165. There was no decision taken on the either one of the proposals. CCPR thus agreed to forward both definitions to CCRVDF to seek their views in advance of the next CCPR.
	Question 3: Should a consolidated edible offal hierarchical classification be used for CCPR and CCRVDF and how can this be accomplished?
	166. CCPR agreed that in principle this would be beneficial, however this question required further consideration.
	Question 4: Can animal extrapolation rules be developed for both CCPR and CCRVDF using representative animal edible offal tissue?
	167. CCPR noted that this question was linked also to question 3 and noted the following views expressed by delegations:
	 Harmonization should only be considered to the extent possible if there were no contradictions, noting that difference should be taken into account between veterinary drugs and pesticides and their uses
	 For veterinary drugs there were specified target species on the label to avoid misuse.
	 Because different circumstances exist for veterinary drugs (direct treatment) and pesticides (incidental exposure), the extrapolation rule should be best left to each of the risk assessment bodies, i.e. JECFA and JMPR
	168. In view of the views expressed, CCPR agreed that while there was general support for harmonization, differences between pesticides and veterinary drugs may not allow for common extrapolation rules and to inform CCRVDF of this view.
	Question 5: What is the best procedure to establish a harmonized descriptors: examples include different descriptors such as “fat”, “fat with skin”, “fat/skin” and “skin”
	169. CCPR noted that comments received implied that guidance would be needed from JMPR and JECFA.
	170. Other comments were noted as follows:
	 The best way for harmonization should be based on metabolism of the compound and the tissue used for consumption and therefore fat/skin should be avoided and that use of fat with skin was sufficient.
	 There would be an impact on data generation procedures especially CCRVDF and especially for commodities traded with skin.
	171. CCPR agreed to ask JMPR and JECFA guidance on whether they could harmonize between them.
	Question 6: Should honey be included in the Classification system as a miscellaneous commodity? If so, should honey be included in Class B (primary food commodities of animal origin) or Class E (processed food of animal origin)
	172. There was support for honey as a miscellaneous commodity and inclusion in Class B of the Classification, noting that:
	 Residue definition for honey was similar to plant commodities.
	 Primary animal commodities covered five groups, including invertebrate animals, and honey bees being invertebrate animals, honey should fall in Class B. It was however noted that traded honey goes through processing.
	173. Questions were however asked on whether it was appropriate to include honey in the Classification.
	174. The Representative of FAO noted that JMPR did not do assessments for honey bees and questioned why honey should be included in the Classification and expressed the view that honey should be addressed by CCRVDF and JECFA.
	175. A delegation pointed out that normally pesticides were considered contaminants in honey as there was no MRL setting work arising from intentional use of pesticides. Another delegation clarified that when plant protection products were sprayed, cr...
	176. It was clarified that including honey in the Classification was for completeness and to future-proof it. This was the case for other commodities currently in the Classification for which CCPR did not necessarily establish MRLs.
	177. CCPR therefore agreed to include honey in Class B of the Classification.
	187. The Netherlands, as Chair of the EWG, introduced the item and recalled the TORs given to the EWG by CCPR50; informed that the document CX/PR 19/51/14 intended to address TOR 1 “to review and provide illustrative comments on advantages and challen...
	189. The EWG Chair noted that the work on TOR had not been completed as the scientific advice from FAO/WHO had not been available at the time of the EWG discussions. The draft paper, CX/PR 19/51/3-Add.2 (see Agenda Item 4a) addressing part of the resp...
	190. The WHO Representative informed CCPR that the FAO/WHO study on acute probabilistic dietary exposure assessment for pesticides was still a draft16F ; found the current IESTI equation was protective as it is; and that while there might be amendment...
	198. Canada, as Chair of the EWG, introduced the item and highlighted the key issues raised in the document in relation to the benefits and challenges (process and governance) that needed to be addressed through the recommendations made by the EWG. Th...
	199. CCPR noted that a side-event on this matter had been held prior to the session which had greatly contributed to a better understanding of the issues at hand and on the possible way forward to address the benefits and challenges identified by the ...
	203. Chile, as Chair of the EWG on the development of guidance for compounds of low public health concerns that could be exempted from the establishment of CXLs, introduced the item and reminded CCPR of the background for the work, and proposed to foc...
	 Australia provided clarification to the agenda working paper in CRD15.
	 Some guidelines and lists related to this item were already available at national or regional level which could be the basis for the development of guidelines.
	 The criteria in the guidelines should be defined carefully to avoid the inclusion of chemicals that may cause a public health risk.
	 Developing and keeping a list of examples of substances exempted from MRLs should be considered since it would be helpful for the management of biopesticides at the national level.
	 Definitions should be in line with Codex definitions. Only when there was no Codex definition or a need to improve existing Codex definitions, should establishment of new definitions be considered.
	(i) Start new work on the development of guidance for compounds of low public health concern that could be exempted from the establishment of CXLs.
	(ii) Submit the project document to the CAC42 for approval as new work (Appendix IX); and
	(iii) Establish an EWG, chaired by Chile and co-chaired by USA and India working in English and Spanish, with the following mandate:
	207. Chile, as co-Chair of the EWG on the management of unsupported compounds, introduced the item and reminded CCPR of the background for the work, and the outcomes of the EWG. The Delegation outlined the proposals on how to address the management of...
	(i) Investigate the circumstances that lead to unsupported compounds and obstacles that prevent providing support;
	(ii) Explore options for efficient data support;
	(iii) Explore the advantages and challenges that arise from the options 2b and 3 as recommended by CCPR51; and
	(iv) Based on the above considerations, present a proposal for consideration by CCPR52.
	NATIONAL REGISTRATION OF PESTICIDES (Agenda Item 13)20F
	216. Germany, as Chair of the EWG, introduced the item and recalled that the matter had been discussed for the last three years and that CCPR50 had confirmed the key objective of the registration database, which was to provide members with a data sour...
	OTHER BUSINESS AND FUTURE WORK (Agenda Item 15)

	REP19_PRe_App01efsLOP
	REP19_PR_App02eMRLsFinalAdoption
	REP19_PR_App03eMRLsRevocation
	REP19_PR_App04eMRLsStep7
	REP19_PR_App05eMRLsStep4
	REP19_PR_App06eMRLsWithdrawal
	REP19_PR_App07eClassificationMiscProds
	Appendix VII
	(At Step 5/8) (For adoption by CAC)
	TYPE MISCELLANEOUS Primary Food Commodities of Plant Origin
	TYPE MISCELLANEOUS Primary Food commodities of Animal Origin
	TYPE MISCELLANEOUS Primary Animal Feed commodities
	TYPE MISCELLANEOUS Processed Foods of Plant Origin
	TYPE MISCELLANEOUS Processed Foods of Animal Origin

	REP19_PR_App08eHzTermsPR&RVDF
	REP19_PR_App09eBiopesticides
	Appendix IX

	REP19_PR_App10ePL



