
An
ex

o 
III

141

  90/93/70 HF/XC page 23 
 
v. At the CCFH session, the ad hoc Working Group Chair will introduce the recommendations of 

the ad hoc Working Group to the Committee. The CCFH will decide whether a proposal for new  
work and / or  revision of  an  existing standard  is  accepted, returned  for revision, or denied. If  
accepted, a project document5, which may include amendments agreed upon by the Committee, 
will be prepared by the CCFH and submitted to the Codex Alimentarius Commission (CAC) with 
a request for approval of the proposed new work. 

Proposals for New Work 

5 In addition to the provisions applying to proposals for new work in the Procedural Manual, the 
proposals for new work should include a Risk Profile6, as appropriate. The proposals for new work 
should indicate the specific nature or outcome of the new work being proposed (e.g., new or revised code 
of   hygienic practice, risk management guidance document). 

6. The proposals for new work will typically address a food hygiene issue of public health 
significance.  It should describe in as much detail as possible, the scope and impact of the issue and the 
extent to which it impacts on international trade. 

7. The proposal for new work may also: 

�� address an issue that affects progress within CCFH or by other committees, provided it is 
consistent with the mandate of CCFH; 

�� facilitate risk analysis activities; or 

�� establish or revise general principles or guidance. The need to revise existing CCFH texts 
may be to reflect current knowledge and/or improve consistency with the Recommended 
International Code of Practice - General Principles of Food Hygiene (CAC/RCP 1-1969). 

Priori tization of Proposals for New Work 

8.  The Committee will prioritize its proposals for new work at each CCFH meeting, if required. 
This will be carried out by the Committee after consideration of the recommendations from the ad hoc 
Working Group.  The ad hoc Working Group will consider the priority of proposals for new work taking 
into account the current workload of the Committee, and in accordance with the “Criteria for the 
Establishment of Work Priorities” and if necessary, additional criteria to be prepared by the Committee. 
If  CCFH resources are  limited, proposals for new work or existing work may need to be delayed in order 
to advance higher priority work.  A higher priority should be given to proposals for new work needed to 
control an urgent public health problem. 

Obtaining Scientific Advice 

9. There are instances where progress on the work of the Committee will require an international 
risk assessment or other expert scientific advice. This advice will be typically be sought through 
FAO/WHO (e.g. through JEMRA, ad hoc expert consultations), though in certain instances such advice 
may be requested from other specialized international scientific bodies (e.g. ICMSF).  When undertaking 
such work, the Committee should follow the structured approach given in the Codex Principles and 
Guidelines for the Conduct of Microbiological Risk Management (under development and the Codex 
Working Principles for  Risk Analysis for Application in the Framework of the Codex Alimentarius7. 

                                                 
5  The elements of a project document are described in the Codex Alimentarius Commission, Procedural 
Manual, 16th Edition. 
6  Definition of a risk profile is “the description of the food safety problem and its context” (Codex 
Al imentarius Commission, Procedural Manual, 16th Edition). The elements of a risk profile are provided in the 
Proposed Draft Principles and Guidelines for the Conduct of Microbiological Risk Management. 
7  Codex Al imentarius Commission, Procedural Manual, 16th edition. 
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10. In seeking an international risk assessment to be conducted by FAO/WHO (e.g., through 
JEMRA), CCFH should consider and seek advice on whether: 

i.  Sufficient scientific knowledge and data to conduct the needed risk assessment are available 
or obtainable in a timely manner. (An initial evaluation of available knowledge and data will 
typically be provided within the Risk Profile.) 

ii. There is a reasonable expectation that a risk assessment will provide results that can assist in 
reaching risk management decisions related to control of the microbiological hazard without 
unduly delaying the adoption of the needed microbiological risk management guidance. 

iii. Risk assessments performed at the regional, national and multinational levels that can 
facilitate the conduct of an international risk assessment are available. 

11. If the Committee decides to request that a microbiological risk assessment or other scientific 
advice be developed, the Committee will forward a specific request to FAO/WHO, the risk profile 
document, a clear statement of the purpose and scope of the work to be undertaken, any time constraints 
facing the Committee   that could impact the work, and the case of a risk assessment, the specific risk 
management questions to be addressed by the risk assessors. The Committee will, as appropriate, also 
provide FAO/WHO with  information relating to the risk assessment policy for the specific risk 
assessment work to be undertaken.  FAO/WHO will evaluate the request according to their criteria and 
subsequently inform the Committee of its decision on whether or not to carry out such work together with 
a scope of work to be undertaken.  If FAO/WHO respond favorably, the Committee will encourage its 
members to submit their relevant scientific data. If a decision is made by FAO/WHO not to perform the 
requested risk assessment, FAO/WHO will inform the Committee of this fact and the reasons for not 
undertaking the work (e.g., lack of data, lack of financial resources). 

12. The Committee recognizes that an iterative process between risk managers and risk assessors is 
essential throughout the process described above and for the adequate undertaking of any microbiological 
risk assessment and the development of any microbiological risk management guidance document or 
other CCFH document(s). 

13. The FAO/WHO will provide the results of the microbiological risk assessment(s) to the 
Committee in a format and fashion to be determined jointly by the Committee and FAO/WHO. As 
needed, the FAO/WHO will provide scientific expertise to the Committee, as feasible, to provide 
guidance on the appropriate interpretation of the risk assessment. 

14. Microbiological risk assessments carried out by FAO/WHO (JEMRA) will operate under the 
framework contained in the Principles and Guidelines for the Conduct of Microbiological Risk 
Assessment (CAC/RCP 020-1999). 
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ATTACHMENT 4 
 

Priority proposed for Revision of Codes 

 

Code Priority 

Egg products 1 

Foods for Infants and Children 2 

Tree nuts and Groundnuts with a view to combining these two codes into a single code of 
practice for nuts 

3 

All codes of hygienic practice for fruits and vegetables, with a view to combining all existing 
codes of hygienic practices for fruit, vegetables and products thereof into a single code of 
practice for fruits and vegetables 

4 

Desiccated Coconut, with a view to combining this code with the code for fruits and 
vegetable or the code for nuts if considered to be more appropriate 

5 

Quick Frozen Foods, ensuring that all general requirements for frozen foods from the fruit 
and vegetables and fish codes are adequately addressed; 

6 

Spices and Aromatic Plants 7 

Low-Acid and Acidified Low-Acid Canned Foods and Aseptically Processed and Packaged 
Low-Acid Canned Foods, with consideration being given to whether these codes can be 
combine and incorporated as appendices to the General Principles of Foods Hygiene 

8 

Natural Mineral Waters 9 

Recommended International Code of Hygienic Practice for The Processing of Frog Legs 10 

Code of Hygienic Practice for Precooked and Cooked Foods in Mass Catering 11 

Code of Hygienic Practice for the Preparation and Sale of Street-vended Foods As 
required 
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ATTACHMENT 5 
 
 

MANAGEMENT OF THE WORK OF THE CODEX COMMITTEE ON FOOD HYGIENE 

 

Ad hoc Working Group for the Establishment of CCFH Work Priorities 
 

Hotel Hyatt Regency, Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delhi, India 
(29th October 2007 : 0930 - 1700 hrs. )  

 

Provisional Agenda 

 

1. Welcome and introduction by Chairperson - India. 

2. Consideration of new work proposals (Attachments 1 and 2).  

3. Consideration of the Committee’s assignment to the Ad hoc Working Group to consider the 
proposal for work on development of the CCFH risk analysis policies document. 

4. Review the list of new work priorities of the Committee (Attachment 4, US proposal on E. coli and 
the Dutch proposal on Norovirus). 

5. Recommendations to the CCFH. 

6. Arrangements for the next Chair of the Ad hoc Working Group. 

 

***** 



An
ex

o 
III

145



146

anexo iV



An
ex

o 
IV

147

Anexo IV: Mapeamento das mensagens



148

referências



Re
fe

rê
nc

ia
s

149

REFERÊNCIAS
Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry. Tools and techniques for 
effective health risk communication. Atlanta: ATSDR; 2001. 
Disponível em: http://www.cepis.ops-oms.org/tutorial6/fulltext/tools.pdf Acesso em 
10 maio 2006.

Andrade EL. Introdução à pesquisa operacional: métodos e modelos para análise 
de decisão. 2ª ed. Rio de Janeiro: LTC; 2000.

Beck U. Risk society: towards a new modernity. London: Sage; 1986. 

Chartier J, Gabler S. Risk communication and government: theory and application for 
the Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Ottawa: Canadian Food Inspection Agency; 
2001. Disponível em: 
http://www.inspection.gc.ca/english/corpaffr/publications/riscomm/riscomme.shtml. 
Acesso em 25 maio 2008.

Chess C, Salomone KL, Hance BJ. Improving risk communication in government: 
research priorities. Risk Analysis. 1995; 15 (2): 127-35.

Chipman H, Kendall P, Slater M, Auld G. Audience Responses to a Risk Communi-
cation Message in Four Media Formats. Journal of Nutrition and Behaviour. 1996; 
28(3): 133-139.

Clemen RT. Making hard decisions: an introduction to decision analysis. Boston: 
PWS Pub; 1991.

Codex Alimentarius Commission. Appendix IV. Working principles for risk analysis 
for application in the framework of the Codex Alimentarius. In: Report of the Twenty-
Sixty session  of the Codex Alimentarius Commission; 2003, 30 June - 7 July; Rome. 
Disponível em:  http://www.fao.org/docrep/006/y4800e/y4800e0o.htm . Acesso em 
13 junho 2008.

Codex Alimentarius Commission. Report of the Twenty-Sixth Session of the Codex 
Alimentarius Commission; 2003 Jun 30-Jul 7; Rome.  Rome: FAO; 2003 . Disponível 
em: http://www.fao.org/docrep/006/y4800e/y4800e00.HTM Acesso em 2 junho 2008. 

Covello VT, Mumpower J. Risk Analysis and Risk Management: An Historical Pers-
pective. Risk Analysis. 1985; 5: 103-120.

Covello VT, Allen F. Seven cardinal rules of risk communication. Washington: U.S. 
EPA; 1988. 



150

Covello VT. Message mapping, risk and crisis communication: In: World Health Organi-
zation Conference on Bio-terrorism and risk communication; 2002 October 1, Geneva.

Daneshkhah AR. Uncertainty in probabilistic risk assessment: a review. London: 
University of Sheffield; 2004. Disponível em: 
http://www.shef.ac.uk/content/1/c6/03/09/33/risk.pdf  Acesso em 28 junho 2008.

Department of Health. Communicating about risks to public health pointers to good 
practice. London: DH; 1997. Disponível em:
http://www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publicationsandstatistics/Publications/PublicationsPo-
licyAndGuidance/DH_4006604 Acesso em 12 maio 2008.

Douglas M. Les etudes de perception du risque: Un état de 1’art’. In: Fabiani JL,  
Theys J, orgs. La société vulnerable: évaluer et maîtriser les risques. Paris: Presses 
de L’École Normale Supérieure; 1987.

Drucker P.  The Age of social transformation. The Atlantic Monthly. 1994; 274 (5): 53-80.

Edler L, Poirier K, Dourson M, Kleiner J, Mileson B, Nordmann H, Renwick A, Slob 
W, Walton K, Wurtzen G. Mathematical modelling and quantitative methods. Food 
Chem. Toxicol. 2002, 40, 283–326.

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. Food quality and safety 
systems: a training manual on Food Hygiene and the Hazard Analysis and Critical 
Control Point (HACCP) System. Roma: FAO; 1998. Disponível em:  
http://www.fao.org/docrep/W8088E/w8088e00.htm Acesso em 14 maio 2008.

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, World Health Organization. 
Risk management and food safety: report of FAO/WHO Consultation, Food and Nu-
trition; 1997 Jan 27-31; Rome. Rome: FAO; 1997. (PAPER#65, FAO, 1997)

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, World Health Organization. 
The application of risk communication to food standards and safety matters: report of a 
FAO/WHO Consultation, Food and Nutrition; 1999; Rome. (PAPER#40, FAO, 1997)

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, World Health Organiza-
tion. The Interaction between Assessors and Managers of Microbiological Hazards 
in Food. Report of a WHO Expert Consultation in collaboration with The Institute for 
Hygiene and Food Safety of the Federal Dairy Research Center and The Food and 
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. Kiel, Germany 21-23 March 2000. 
Geneva: WHO, 2000. Disponível em: http://www.who.int/fsf/mbriskassess/index.htm 
Acesso em 15 junho 2008.



Re
fe

rê
nc

ia
s

151

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, World Health Organization. Risk 
characterization of Salmonella Spp. in eggs and broiler chickens and Listeria monocyto-
genes in ready-to-eat foods: Joint FAO/WHO Expert Consultation on Risk Assessment 
of Microbiological Hazards in Foods; 2001 Apr 30 – May 4; Rome. Disponível em: 
http://www.who.int/foodsafety/publications/micro/en/may2001.pdf Acesso em 15 
junho 2008.

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, World Health Organization. 
Principles and guidelines for incorporating microbiological risk assessment in the deve-
lopment of food safety standards, guidelines and related texts. Report of a Joint FAO/
WHO Consultation, 18-22 March, Rome: FAO, 2002 Kiel, Germany. Disponível em: 
ftp://ftp.fao.org/docrep/fao/006/y4302e/y4302e00.pdf). Acesso em 30 junho 2008.

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, World Health Organization. 
Proposed draft principles and guidelines for the conduct of microbiological risk mana-
gement. In: Thirty-Sixth Session of the Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme. 
Codex Committee on Food Hygiene; 2004 Mar 29 – Apr 3; Washington, DC. Disponí-
vel em: ftp://ftp.fao.org/codex/ccfh36/fh04_06e.pdf Acesso em 13 maio 2008.

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, World Health Organization. 
Food Safety Risk Analysis. An Overview and Framework Manual. PART I. Provisio-
nal Edition. Rome: FAO, 2005. Disponível em: 
http://www.fsc.go.jp/sonota/foodsafety_riskanalysis.pdf Acesso em 15 junho 2008.

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, World Health Organization. 
Food safety risk analysis. A guide for national food safety authorities. Rome: FAO; 
2006. Disponível em: ftp://ftp.fao.org/docrep/fao/009/a0822e/a0822e00.pdf Acesso 
em 15 junho 2008.

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, World Health Organiza-
tion, World Organization Animal Health.  Joint FAO/WHO/OIE Expert Meeting on 
Critically Important Antimicrobials; 2007 Nov 26-30; Rome. Rome: FAO; 2008. Dis-
ponível em: 
http://www.who.int/foodborne_disease/resources/Report%20joint%20CIA%20Mee-
ting.pdf Acesso em 30 julho 2008.

Freimuth V. Communicating the threat of Emerging Infections to the Public. Emer-
ging Infectious Disease. 2000; 6(4): 337-347.



152

Freitas CM. Riscos e processos decisórios: implicações para a vigilância sanitária. 
In: 10º Seminário Temático da ANVISA: as várias faces do conceito de risco em 
vigilância sanitária; 2001 agosto 8; Brasília, DF. Disponível em: 
http://anvisa.gov.br/institucional/snvs/coprh/seminario/Riscos_processos.pdf .Aces-
so em 2 maio 2008.

Frewer LJ, Howard C, Shepherd R. Public concerns in the United Kingdom about 
general and specific applications of genetic engineering: risk, benefit, and ethics. Sci 
Technol Human Values. 1997; 22 (1): 98-124 .

Gerba CP. Risk assessment. In: Maier RM, Pepper IL, Gerba CP, eds. Environmen-
tal microbiology. San Diego: Academic Press; 2000. 

Haas CN, Rose JB, Gerba CP. Quantitative microbial risk assessment. New York: 
John Wiley & Sons; 1999.

Hance BJ, Chess C, Sandman PM. Industry Risk Communication Manual. Boca 
Raton: CRC Press/Lewis Publishers; 1990.

Hendrix MJ, Campbell PW. Communicating science: from the laboratory bench to 
the breakfast table. Anat Rec. 2001; 15;265(4):165-7.

Jonge J, Trijp H, Renes R J, Frewer L. Understanding Consumer Confidence in 
the Safety of Food: Its Two-Dimensional Structure and Determinants. Risk Analysis. 
2007, 27 (3):729-740.

Krimsky S, Plough A. Environmental hazards: Communicating risk as a social pro-
cess. Dover: Auburn House, 1988.

Larsson A, Oxman AD, Carling C, Herrin J. Medical messages in the media-barriers 
and solutions to improving medical journalism. Health Expect. 2003; 6(4):323-31.

Matos G G. Comunicação empresarial sem complicação. Barueri: Manole, 2008.

Moatti JP, Lefaure C. Les Ambiquïtés de l’Acceptable - Perception des Risques et 
Controverses Sur les Technologies. Culture Technique. 1983, 11: 11-25.

Neves RC. Comunicação Empresarial Intergrada. Rio de Janeiro: Mauad, 2000.

Nogueira MFM. Gestão da comunicação interna das instituições públicas: um re-
curso esquecido. [site na Internet] Portal do Desenvolvimento da Justiça Federal. 
Disponível em: 
http://portal.cjf.jus.br/cjf/banco-de-conteudos-1/gestao-da-comunicacao-interna-
das-instituicoes. Acesso em 25 maio 2008.



Re
fe

rê
nc

ia
s

153

O’Brien M. Making Better Environmental Decisions - An Alternative to Risk Assess-
ment. Massachusetts: MIT Press, 2000.

Oppenheim L. Ancient Mesopotamia. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1977.

Organización Panamericana 	 de La Salud, Agencia de Protección Ambiental de 
Los Estados Unidos de América. Taller Nacional de Introducción a la Evaluación y 
Manejo de Riesgos. Brasília: OPAS/EPA; 1996.

Pérez-Gutiérrez E, Agrelo RS, Figueroa R. Consulta Técnica em Epidemiologia, Pre-
venção e Manejo da Transmissão da Doença de Chagas como Doença Transmitida 
por Alimentos. Rev Soc Bras Med Trop. [periódico online].  2006 [acesso 2008 Jun 
2]; 39 (5): 512-4. Disponível em:  
http://www.scielo.br/pdf/rsbmt/v39n5/a20v39n5.pdf

Pilon, A. F. Desarollo de la educación em salud – uma actualización de conceptos. 
Revista Saúde Pública. 1986; 20 (5); 391-396.

Pitta AMR, Oliveira VC. Estratégias de comunicação frente ao desafio do Aedes 
aegypti no Brasil. Ciênc Saúde Coletiva. 1996; 1:137-46.

Powell DA. Food safety and the consumer: perils of poor risk communication. Can J An 
Sci. 2005; 80 (3): 393-404. [Site em Internet] Food Safety Networks. Disponível em: 
http://www.foodsafetynetwork.ca/en/article-details.php?a=3&c=17&sc=130&id=487

Rabaça CA, Barbosa GG. Dicionário de comunicação. Rio de Janeiro: Campus; 2001.

Rangel ML. Comunicação no controle de risco à saúde e segurança na socieda-
de contemporânea: uma abordagem interdisciplinar. Ciênc. saúde coletiva. 2007; 
12(5): 1375-1385. 

Renn O. Risk analysis: scope and limitations. In: Otway H, Peltu M, eds. Regula-
ting industrial risks - Science, hazards and public protection. London: Butterworths; 
1986. Pp. 111-27.

Rijswijk W, Frewer LJ. How consumers link traceability to food quality and safety: 
An international investigation. In Proceedings of the 98th EAAE Seminar; 29 June-2 
July, 2006. Chania. Wageningen University.

Rogers EM, Storey JD. Communication campaigns. In: Berger C, Chaffe S, eds. 
Handbook of communication science. Newburg Park: Sage; 1987. Pp. 817-46.

Rosa EA, Renn O., Jaeger C. et al. Risk as Challenge to Cross-Cultural Dialogue. In: 
32th Congress, “Dialogue Between Cultures and Changes in Europe and the World”, 
03-07 July, 1995.Trieste. Internationational Institute of Sociology.



154

Rowe WD. Understanding uncertainty. Risk Analysis. 1994; 14 (5): 743-50.

Slovic P, Fischhoff B, Liechteisntein S.  Rating therisks. Environment.1979; 21:36-9. 

Slovic P, Fischhoff B, Lichtenstein S.  Facts and fears: Understanding perceived risk. 
In R. Schwing and W. A. Albers, Jr. (Eds.), Societal risk assessment: How safe is 
safe enough? (pp. 181-214). New York: Plenum Press, 1980.

Slovic P. Perception of risk. Science 1987; 236:280-5. 

Souza J.A.P   O Gerenciamento de Riscos na Cidade dos Meninos – Um Sítio 
Contaminado por Pesticidas Organoclorados, no Estado do Rio de Janeiro [disser-
tação]. Rio de Janeiro: Escola Nacional de Saúde Pública, 2003.

The International Commission on Microbiological Specifications for Foods. A sim-
plified guide to understanding and using Food Safety Objectives and Performance 
Objectives. ICMSF: 2005 Disponível em: http://www.icmsf.iit.edu/pdf/Simplified%20
FSO9nov05.pdf  Acesso em 20 maio 2008.

Theys J. La sociéte vulnérable. In: Fabiani J-L, Theys J, eds. La société vulnérable 
– évaluer et maîtriser les risques. Paris: Presses de L’École Normale Supérieure; 
1987. Pp. 3-5.

United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Health effects support do-
cument for aldrin/dieldrin. Washington: EPA, 2002.

Universidade do Estado do Rio de Janeiro. Por que se relacionar com a Imprensa? Dis-
ponível em: http://www.comuns.uerj.br/manual_imprensa.pdf Acesso em 15 junho 2008.

Vieira VPB. Risk assessment in the evaluation of water resources projects [tese]. 
Colorado: Colorado State University; 1978. Disponível em: http://catalog.library.co-
lostate.edu/record=b1055494~S0 Acesso em: 10 maio 2008.

Wiedemann PM. Introduction risk perception and risk communication. Jülich: Program-
me Group Humans; Environment, Technology (MUT), Research Centre Jülich; 1993. 

Yankelovich D. Coming to public judgement: making democracy work in a complex 
world. New York: Syracuse University Press; 1991.



Re
fe

rê
nc

ia
s

155



156

anotações



An
ot

aç
õe

s

157

anotações



158

anotações



An
ot

aç
õe

s

159

anotações



É permitida a reprodução parcial ou total desta
obra, desde que citada a fonte.

Projeto gráfico e diagramação
SB Comunicação

www.sbcomunicacao.com.br



Organização Pan-Americana da Saúde – OPAS/OMS
Unidade de Saúde Pública Veterinária

Av. Presidente Kennedy, 7778 - CEP: 25040-004
Duque de Caxias – Rio de Janeiro - Brasil

Tel.: 55 21 3661-9093
http://www.panaftosa.org.br

http://www.panalimentos.org/panalimentos/index.asp

BVS- Inocuidade de Alimentos
http://bvs.panalimentos.org/php/index.php?lang=pt


