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“Towards Global Harmonisation.............the Journey Continues”

Interest in Food Certification on Farms is at an all time high. Ensuring a This is a unique opportunity to rapidly update with the latest information
consultative and technically robust approach, which is credible with all sta-  and developments
keholders, is the journey EurepGAP is taking towards developing globally

harmonised and widely accepted farm assurance standards. Participants will have the opportunity to:

- Hear how EurepGAP retailers are working in partnership with their sup-
EurepGAP began developing standards for farm certication in 1996. In pliers in farm assurance certification
2000 an open process of standards development began to complement - Identify options for efficient and cost effective certification of farm pro-
the successful partnership approach developed in Fruit and Vegetables. ducts
These standards known as Integrated Farm Assurance recognise the need - Develop the concept of a “one stop shop audit* for crops and livestock
for a holistic and sustainable approach integrating the activities of the - Discuss and obtain the latest 2005 versions of EurepGAP IFA Standards
whole farm. - Understand the latest proposals to ensure Integrity of Farm Certification:

subjects indluding accreditation, auditor competencies and Certification

The aim of this conference is to increase the awareness of EurepGAP IFA Body harmonisation.
Standards, how they work and how to become involved.

09 NoveEMBER 2004

Day 1
Language
10:00h- 11:00 h

11:00h-11:15h

11:15h-12:30h

12:30h-14:00 h

14:00h-14:45h

14:45h-15:30h

15:30 h - 16:00 h

16:00 h- 18:00 h

The EurepGAP Approach: Supply Chain Partnership
English, translated into Spanish and French

Registration and Coffee
EurepGAP exhibitors and networking

Welcome and Introduction

“Towards Global Harmonisation - the Joumey Continues”
Nigel Garbutt, Independent Chairman EurepGAP

Linking up the Supply Chain
Moderator Day 1: Marjan Smid, ISA International

Producer Perspective on Farm Assurance
Gerard Doornbos, President, LTO, The Netherlands

Linking the Farmer with the Retailer
Dr. Uwe Tillmann, CEQO, Bestmeat, The Netherlands

Assuring the Whole Chain
Hans-Jiirgen Matern, Head QA, Metro, Germany

Luncheon
EurepGAP exhibitors and networking

Introducing the New Integrated Farm Assurance Standard IFA Version 2005
(Cattle, Sheep, Dairy, Poultry, Pig and Combinable Crops)

Hugo Hays, Technical Director EurepGAP and Members of EurepGAP

Technical Standards Committee IFA

- Global Harmonization

- Common Interpretation

Integrity of Farm Assurance

Selected items from the Integrity Programme
Chris Anstey, Tesco, UK and Dr. Kristian Moeller, EurepGAP
- Acaeditation

- Auditor Competencies

- Duration of Audits

- Information Technologies

Coffee Break
EurepGAP exhibitors and networking

Retailer - Supplier Partner Case Studies

*The Story of FurepGAP Certified Salmon”

Fons Schmid, ROYAL AHOLD, Vice President Corporate Affairs, The Netherlands
and Per Johan Ratereng, Ford Seafood, Vice President Quality Assurance, Norway



19:00 h

Moving the poultry supplier base towards FurepGAP
Johann Zueblin, Migros, Head of Quality Assurance, Switzerland

Using a Central Database for Scheme Integrity with Egg producers in KAT
Dr. Horst Lang, GLOBUS, Head of QA, Germany

Experience of first FurepGAP Certificates for Beef in Latin America

Jon Roe, Sainsburys, Supplier Performance Manager, and ABP Representative, UK

How does EurepGAP fit into the McDonalds Quality Standard?
Dr. Reinhard Képpel, McDonalds Europe, Germany

Conference Dinner
Separate registration required
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Day 2

09:30h-10:30h

The EurepGAP Approach: Sharing Best Practice for Implementation

Dan
FARAL

oN A

Whole Farm, Combinable
Crops, Potatoes, Cattle and
Sheep

Moderator:
Dr. Kristian Moeller
Rapporteur: José David,

- "One stop shop” audit approach:
General Regulations

- Interface between product modules

- Reducing the number of audits

- Harmonising Technical Criteria across
the globe

Potatoes in the Combinable Crops
Module of IFA

Dewi Hartkamp and

Jochem Roverstba, VAVI Member,
The Netherlands

Resuits of a Dairy Pilot Audit in Bavaria
Marion Kratzmair, Bayerische
Landesanstalt fur Landwirtschaft,
Germany

How does the Combinable Crops
Module help to reduce Mycotoxins in
grains?

Dr. Alfons Sagemilller, Bayer
CropScience, Germany (inquired)

Interfaces between Feed Standards
and EurepGAP )

Johan den Hartog, GMP+,

The Netherlands

Experience of the first four IFA Com-
binable Crops Certificates

Dr. Friedrich Liideke, Marketingge-
sellschaft far niedersachsische
Agrarprodukte, Germany

Quality Assurance of wheat farmers:
linking the North Dakota Perspective
to EurepGAP

Kate Pfennig, KAP Custom Ag
Serivces, North Dakota, US.A.

Achievements and challenges
towards global harmonization
of farm assurance schemes:
sharing first experience for
implementation

Moderator:

Marc Jansen, CBL,The Netherlands
Rapporteur: Hans-lirgen Matern,
Metro, Germany

- Achievements and challenges
towards harmonization of farm
assurance: sharing first experience
for implementation

Henrik Bakstrom, danske slagterier,
Denmark

Dr. Hans Schouwenburg, PVE,
The Netherlands

Dr. Marleen Daenen, VIAM,
Belgium

Dr. Hermann-Joseph Nienhoff,
QS GmbH, Germany

David Clarke, Assured Food
Standards, UK

John Keane, Irish Food Board,
Rep. of Ireland

Gosse Smid, Elanco, The Netherlands

Integrated Aquaculture Assu-
rance: Salmon and other

spedies

Moderator:

Erwin Roetert-Steenbruggen,
qa-sense, The Netherlands
Rapporteur: Frank van Ooijen,
Nutreco /Marine Harvest,

The Netherlands

Introduction to New Reference
Standard and Salmonide Module
Erwin Roetert-Steenbruggen,
ga-sense, The Netherlands

Pilot Audit Results on Farm and Chain
of Custody (Traceability)

Aldin Hilbrands, SGS

The Netherlands

How to develop other Species
Modules?

Valeska Weymann, EurepGAP,
Germany

TSC Integrated Aquacufture Assurance

(IAA) Member Discussion on
Motivation, Way Forward and other
Issues

John Oosterhuis, Albert Heijn,
The Netherlands

Anje Mattheeuws, Fjord Seafood
Pieters, The Netherlands

Per Johan Ratereng, Fjord Seafood
Norway

Tba, Pan Fish, Norway (inquired)

Brian Simpson, Scottish Quality
Salmon, UK




10:30h-11:00 h

11:00h-12:00 h
12:00h-13:30h

13:30h-15:45h

Coffee Break
EurepGAP exhibitors and networking

Parallel Sessions 1, 2 and 3 continue ...

Luncheon

EurepGAP exhibitors and networking

Plenary: Summary of Parallel Sessions and Discussion

Report of Rapporteurs of Parallel Sessions

IFA Panel Discussion
Questions and Answers

EurepGAP IFA Steering Committee Members and others

Dr. Reinhard  Kaeppel McDonalds Europe, Germany

Alfons Schmid Royal Ahold, The Netherlands

Bert Urlings Dumeco, The Netherlands

Roberto Vazquez P. Instituto Nacional de Carnes, Uruguay

Per Sorensen Danske Slagterier, Denmark

Gerard J. Doornbos LTO, The Netherlands

Steven Ridge Somerfield, UK

Peter Wahisten Grain Coundil Western Australia, Australia (inquired)

Jiirgen Matemn Metro AG, Germany

David Clarke Assured Food Standards, UK

Johann Zueblin Migros, Switzerland

René Maillard VLAM, Belgium

Guido Siebenmorgen  REWE, Germany
15:45h- 16:00 h Closing Remarks
CONFERENCE FEES

& Hotal
MEMBER: € 800.00
www. avantel.de/eurepgap2ind/

NON MEMBER: € 950.00

GROUP DISCOUNT: A group discount (minimum of 4 registrations from the same company) will be € 50.00 per person

CONFERENCE DINNER: € 50.00

EUREPGAP Membership You are able to sign up for membership in the registration process.
EurepGAP membership is based on calendar year. By signing up now, new members will pay 25% of the annual fee, but
already benefit from the EurepGAP Membership conference discount. The discount will be deducted from the first
membership fee.

Conference Sponsors:

cim.
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The Global Partnership for Safe and Sustainable Agriculture

WELCOME

Towards Global Harmonization....the
Journey Continues

Nigel Garbutt
Chairman/President EUREPGAP
WWww.eurep.org

o O o]

- EUREPGAP

_Www.e

ep.1

EUREPGAP Guiding Principles

« Supply Chain Decision Making

» Stakeholder Consultation / Communication

* Open Access for all producers

« Integrity of Certification process

» Equivalence determined on a Transparent basis

< WG R

_©2004

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 1 of 4
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Goveming ““Chairman |
Structure ‘

. Steering g
E Committee g

| d

Technical
and
Standards
Committees

Council

~ PR

Standards
+

General
Regulations

RTINS T

FoodPLUS GmbH

Fruit and Vegetables: What has been

achieved? EL8
» 27 Retail and Food Service Members
e 20.000 certified farms in 55 countries

» 70 approved certification bodies in over 40
countries

e 5 national and international schemes
benchmarked

« Applications for benchmarking received or
announced to come from Austria, Switzerland,
Belgium, France, New Zealand among others

“WOGHRE

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 2 of 4
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-3

EUREPGAP Integrated Farm Assurance
BACKGROUND

 Diversity of Schemes: How do they compare with
each other?

« Why are so many producers not part of a
certification scheme?

» Where could multiplicity of buyer requirements be
harmonized?

» Market Driver: Growing Internationalization of trade

+ For multi-product producers: eliminate duplication of
certification of common elements

< D

EUREPGAP

Milestones for Integrated Farm
Assurance

e Harmonise criteria of schemes

» Encourage transparent benchmarking

» Reduce multiplicity of audits

« Used as a common reference standard for buyers

. - Boost world-wide producer participation in farm
assurance

“WDGRE

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 3 of 4
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Evolution EurepGAP 1996+

* 1996 Initiated by Retailers- Risk Reduction
+ 2000 Formalising the Partnership

» Strong Drivers: Globalisation,Consolidation,More
Competition,Reduced costs needed

e 2005+ Government Recognition .

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 4 of 4
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Handout N° 02, Gerard Doornbos

Producer perspective on Fam Assurance

Introduction G. Doornbos, chairman LTO Nederland
EurepGAP Conference for Integrated Farm Assurance
in Amsterdam on 9 November 2004

LTO, The Netherlands

Page 1 of 5
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Ladies and gentlemen,

Introduction

Before | continue with the theme of my introduction ‘Producer perspective on farm
assurance’, | would like to express my appreciation for the creation of the Integrated
Farm Assurance scheme. As a representative of LTO Nederland in the Steering
Committee, | know the enormous pressure of time under which a huge amount of work
was carried out. | have also heard from the members of the Technical Standards
Committee how productive the EurepGAP secretariat has been; they managed to keep
pace with the rapid succession of different versions of the IFA, incorporating yet more
suggestions from the practical side of agriculture. It was a huge task and the results are
worthy of praise.

Why did LTO Nederland join EurepGAP? To be honest, there was quite a lot of
scepticism among the board of LTO Nederland at the beginning. Initial experiences in the
fruit and vegetable sector were not always positive. EurepGAP presented itself as a
global standard but in practice Dutch growers had to comply with more stringent
requirements than their colleagues in other countries. The reason was that with regard to
the use of pesticides, the EurepGAP standard was equated with the legislation in force in
the country of production. Dutch products were therefore required to comply with the
strict legislation in force in the Netherlands, while products grown abroad complied with
less stringent rules. The irony of this situation was that, as these products met the less
stringent EurepGAP standard, they still found their way to the shelves in the Netherlands.
Nevertheless, we decided to join.

LTO Nederland promotes the interests of its 50,000 members in the agricultural and
horticultural industry in the Netherlands. At LTO Nederland we are primarily concerned
with promoting the production of guaranteed safe products with due consideration for
animal welfare, working conditions, the environment and landscape. Certification is thus

an obvious instrument for this purpose.

Furthermore our members have a great interest in the export of their products and thus in
guaranteed markets and in the growth opportunities of these markets. This is illustrated
by the fact that in 2002 the agricultural trade balance rose to almost 20 billion Euros,
which amounts to two thirds of the surplus. And the importance of the total food chain is
illustrated by the fact that the share of the agrofood system (production, processing,
supply, distribution) in the Dutch economy in terms of added value and employment
totalled around 10%.

The following figures show how familiar the idea of certification of production is to my

members, and many other European countries:

- In 2003, 3382 horticultural companies were certified in accordance with EurepGAP.
This was a 70% increase compared with 2002.

- In 2003, 50% of the beet growers of Suikerunie had Food Safety certification (VVC)
and 98% of the growers of CSM

- In 2003, 95% of the potato growers had Food Safety Certification.

- In 2004, 90% of the pig farms participated in the renewed Integral Chain
Management System (IKB)

- In 2004 almost 100% of the dairy farms had Chain Quality Milk certification (KKM).

LTO, The Netherlands Page 2 of 5
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When the retail trade worldwide decides to set up an integrated farm assurance scheme,
we want to be there. Our initial attitude might have been: ‘If you can’t beat them, join
them’, but now it is much more based on the idea behind the very first agricultural
cooperative in the Netherlands: ‘Enlightened self-interest’.

The agricultural entrepreneur

In the Netherlands, certification schemes have been part of livestock and arable farming
for years. Together with the sales organisations in the meat, agricultural and dairy
industries and supported by the product boards, the sectoral departments of LTO
Nederland have shown great commitment to this concept. These systems are a familiar
part of life to Dutch entrepreneurs. However this does not mean that everything is
accepted without discussion.

It takes time and money to satisfy the criteria, and compliance with Integral Chain
Management or Chain Quality Milk does not immediately spawn all kinds of extras. And
the criteria are always subject to criticism as their basis is unclear.

The same applies to EurepGAP; whether or not through benchmarking of existing
schemes. As a representative of the food producers, the farmers, | will continue to
present this criticism to the subsequent links in the chain. The real benchmark for me
here is market demand. Farmers and horticulturists want to serve markets at home and
abroad, through the sales organisations. Guaranteed sales or sales growth are the best
reward for certified production.

In my opinion, the opportunities offered by EurepGAP outweigh the objections | have just
mentioned. Throughout the food chain, farmers and food processors face increasing
numbers of certification schemes. Pig farmers supplying the German market have to
comply with IKB and Qualitat und Sicherheit (QS system). Dutch dairy farmers supply
their milk to cooperatives which also have branches in Germany and Belgium. They then
hear that their German colleagues have an IM system while their Belgian colleagues
have an IKM system. As you can imagine, this certificate jungle is a constant source of
confusion, creating additional demands on sales logistics and requiring more energy to
ensure constant compatibility of the systems. In short, the introduction of one system that
takes a step towards levelling the playing field cannot come too soon. Not a system
which replaces the present systems, but a system which sets the standard and which
recognises existing systems through benchmarking.

The objectives that EurepGAP has set itself are ones which | too heartily endorse:

- Reducing duplication of audits at farm level.

- To see the IFA become the preferred global reference standard for farm assurance
schemes at pre-farm gate (agricultural production).

- To see the IFA become a common buyer standard for all sources of supply
irrespective of the country of origin.

What else shows the interest of the primary producer for one system? The General Food
Law will apply throughout Europe within 2 months. You might think that EurepGAP is
redundant now that the GFL describes the criteria to be met by food production. The
basic principle of the GFL is risk analysis. This is obviously something which applies in
EurepGAP too. And in EurepGAP we must ask ourselves whether parts of the IFA could
not be recognised as the ‘code of good practice’ mentioned in the GFL. This would mean
added incentive to create a level playing field.

LTO, The Netherlands Page 3 of 5
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This brings me to the question: ‘Is there more than food safety?”’ Does the market also
make demands of working conditions, animal welfare and the environment? The answer
in my view is a resounding yes. The fact that these criteria are included in the IFA
scheme is therefore entirely logical. Of course the livestock and arable farmers among
my members have an interest in consistent auditing on these points. If the retail trade
then buys its products worldwide, the products must also comply with the same
conditions everywhere. What the WTO fails to achieve can be organised through
EurepGAP. However, | do realise that we in North-Western Europe must not assume that
we are in the lead. In countries with much less experience in certification schemes, it is
sometimes much easier to comply with the IFA standard.

Finally, with regard to the interests of the agricultural entrepreneur, | would refer you to
the debate which started during the current Dutch presidency. The main issue concerns
the division of responsibility between government and industry. The discussion paper
presented by the Dutch Minister of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality was entitled:
“Agriculture in the public eye: who is responsible for what?”

In recent years, the trade in food products has acquired a more global character.
Companies in the food chains have undergone huge scale increases and
internationalisation. These companies and chains often have their own regulations
guaranteeing food safety, animal welfare and the environment. And yet governments
tend to impose a great many explicit regulations on these companies. But is the
government actually responsible for these? Wouldn't it be possible to leave this
responsibility to the food production chain itself? The chain is naturally in direct contact
with the retail trade and/or consumer and has the most vested interests in sustainable
production. The government can restrict its burden of inspection to companies and
chains which do not comply with the regulations. In well-organised companies and
chains, which in my opinion comply with the EurepGAP-IFA standards, it would be
possible to carry out the auditing, certification and connection of the various links much
more cheaply. The government could then limit itself to ‘monitoring control’. If we could
achieve that, farmers could earn real money with EurepGAP!

The retail trade

Ladies and gentlemen. We are talking today about the relationship between the
agricultural entrepreneur and the retailer. But what retailer, wonders the farmer. Farmers
say: ‘The retail trade has too many irons in the fire!” and ‘The retail trade is unreliable’.

How should we regard the Global Food Safety Initiative, for example, whose members
include Sainsbury’s and Laurus? GFSI has a similar objective to EurepGAP, but its
primary focus is food safety. Moreover GFSI does not set out an extensive set of criteria,
but wishes to implement a scheme to benchmark food safety standards worldwide. And
why does participation in EurepGAP seem to involve mainly North-Western Europe and
South America? Is it because the retail trade in Southern and Eastern Europe is not
developed enough or is it because they fail to see any added value in EurepGAP?

Or, to keep it closer to home, why do major retailers in Germany choose the QS system?
Is it because it is a system which connects all the various links in the chain (such as the
Dutch IKB system) while Eurep limits itself to the ‘pre-farm gate? Or is it because QS
existed before EurepGAP IFA?

All these examples show that agricultural entrepreneurs want a clear signal from the
retail trade. It cannot be that there are various systems which claim to strive towards
global harmonisation. Nor can it be that one and same retailer supports different

LTO, The Netherlands Page 4 of 5
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systems. Within the frameworks of the competition law, you should certainly be able to
reach a less ambiguous signal!

The second aspect regarding the criticism of the retail trade concerns the responsibility
which it takes itself. Whatever happens, agricultural entrepreneurs in the Netherlands will
be 100% certified in 2005! Sustainable production will thus be guaranteed. But what
farmers hate most is that the subsequent chains of trade and retail impose all kinds of
demands, but fail to organise their own businesses. Can the retail trade provide
convincing proof that the products produced with such care by arable and livestock
farming are also carefully transported and stored throughout the retail process? Are your
logistic centres clean? Do the shelf fillers know how to handle the products? In short,
ensure that you have certification and show it. And remember, as long as no
supermarket is closed due to failure to comply with its own certification programme,
farmers will continue to ask this question.

Finally, the reliability of the retail trade. The fact that the Dutch supermarket chain Albert
Heijn recently decided to exclude the IKB pork logo from its assortment caused a furore
in the Netherlands. Pig farmers are angry because they feel that after initially making
demands on their product, the retail trade retracted and returned to buying abroad, purely
for price reasons. In other words, coming back to EurepGAP, farmers rely on a
consistent retail trade which is also committed to the development of EurepGAP and then

complies with it.
How do we make the IFA a success?

Today sees the presentation and final round of consultation of the EurepGAP IFA

standards 2005. This is an important milestone but not a final destination. There are still

plenty of challenges for the coming years. If the IFA is to be as successful as Eurep fruit
and vegetables, then my advice is:

- Communicate signals from the market or consumer requirements clearly to the
producers. Convince the farmers of the value of EurepGAP.

- Study the requirements of the General Food Law, also with regard to products which
are imported from outside the EU. Base the IFA criteria for food safety on a risk
analysis.

- Devote attention to the connection between the various links in livestock production.
This is more difficult than in fruit and vegetables or arable farming. The guarantee of
high quality animal feed requires a lot of attention; | understand that the Dutch Good
Manufacturing Practice + can serve as an example. The same applies to the link
between farm and food processor.

- | would ask the representatives of the retail trade to harmonise their certification
requirements worldwide and then consistently comply with EurepGAP.

- Sort out your own certification and comply with it. The retail trade is also socially
responsible for sustainable food.

- And | would advise you to support the idea that a chain which takes responsibility is
subject to less and cheaper government control.

Finally
Ladies and gentlemen, the launch of the IFA standards creates an important bridge

between the farmer and the retail trade. From this side of the bridge, | can say that the
farmers are ready. | look forward to hearing the thoughts of Bestmeat and the
bridgemaster on the other side of the Metro. | wish you all an interesting symposium.
Thank you for your attention.

LTO, The Netherlands Page 5 of 5
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BESTMEAT e Foe

dumeco

Linking the farmer with the retailer

Dr. Uwe Tillmann CEO

EurepGap Amsterdam, 9 November 2004

Seite 1

BESTMEAT <h

dumeco

Summary

O Structure of animal production

O Development of markets

O Opportunities for animal production

Seite 2
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BESTMEAT

=
< MOKSEL

dumeco

such as welfare

Major trends in animal production

O Global sourcing of raw materials for animal feed production
O Feed producers concentrate in large companies

0O Concentration of the production of breeding stock

0O Farms increase production volume and specialize

O Atfarm level specialisation in quality schemes dedicated to the consumer market,

Seite 3

BESTMEAT

<hHh 2

MOKSEL

dumeco

Major trends in animal food processing and supply

O Food processors merge and increase volume
O Product innovation in order to satisfy consumer needs
O Retail merge and increase sales volume

[0 Food processors and retailers: globalisation of sourcing

Sere 4

Bestmeat, The Netherlands
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BESTMEAT b 5%

dumeco

Consolidation of effective structures

O Scale of production: effective production and sufficient volume for large customers

O Global access: optimalisation of value creation

O Span of control: managing core-business

Quality control systems need to adapt to these pre-requisites in
each part of the supply chain

Seite 5

BESTMEAT e LR

...... dumeco

Quality Standards
» O GMP/HACCP/Q&S

" O AFS/Q&S/IKB/
KKM >> EurepGap

ISO + HACCP (BRC /
IFS / EFSIS, etc.)

ISO + HACCP (BRC /
IFS / EFSIS, etc.)

HACCP, local
standards, etc.

Consumers

Seite 6
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BEITMEAY

and opportunities

Consolidation and
forming of efficient
structures

New service forms
are emerging —
counter service

transform to retail

concept

Product innovation
and process
innovation are
crucial

Market trends

Product quality, meat and

rOGEEE-ERCFRY drivers for growth

Customer demands
will change all
business processes

The market: Six trends in the future meat industry create chailenges

Pre-packed / Convenience

internationalization are

Seite 7

BESTMEAT

situation for all stakeholders

LY

Consumer_s:
Farmers: Pr;)gg ctuvaa}gety Politicians / NGO’s:
Safeguarding quaiity Structural change in

agriculture with the
involvement of all
stakeholders

farmers’ future in the :
mid to long term yeo péraﬁo,
_between 3
farmers and 4
retailers

Keeping supply chain
market oriented

Profit driven for all
actors in the

production chain /

Long term /
/ partnership \

7

Cooperation between farmers and retailers should resuit in a win-win

Seite 8
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BESTMEAT < e

dumeco

With an extraordinary market position we fulfill the market demands
0O Product innovation

[0 Leading in quality & service

[] Area-wide presence:
- Global
» Regional
- National

O Full product range
in all distribution networks

Seite §

BESTMEAT

g
MOKSEL

dumeco

in order to satisfy consumers needs, farmers and retailers need linkage with
food processors

High food safety
standards, assuring tha}t/

Il consumers can thrus
our products

Considering emotional
values, such as weifare
and ethics

Assisting farmers to
increase performance

Consumer driven
product development
and innovation

Creating market
access towards all
relevant global
food markets
Customer oriented
performance in
N

/ logistics and supply .

Sete 10
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dumeco

Provisions for an effective linkage between farmers and retail

: 7
Driven by /
innovation and 3
global food :bﬁe,;ng severa

markets market concepts

Sustainable
infra-structure

arket leader in
ecological pro-

i

Farmers are g
duced meat }
i

i

main assets

Partnership \ Partnership
in welfare ; \ B0
UK market Global second \

'/ largest welfare
/ concept in pork

Seite 11

BESTMEAT . R

dumeco

Opportunities for the full supply chain
O Superior quality standards and harmonisation of quality standards
= EurepGap at farm level

= GFSI standards at food processing, provided that there is mutual recognition

[0 Cost reduction should be realised for the full supply chain e.g. by harmonising the standards

0 Successful in product and process innovation

O Long term partnership, also with the retailer and food service in order to consolidate quality
programmes

O Avoid consumer reluctance as a result of distributing not well controlied products, sustainability of
the market of animal produce is aisc the responsibility and the vested interest of the retailer / food

service.

0 A wholesome consumer, emotional and physically, is our common future
y y

Seite 12
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| The Spirit of Commerce

‘ Belgiium
c&cC

Kaufhof 15
Media/Sat 4

Bulgaria

c&cC 7
China

cs&cC 20
Denmark

cs&cC 4
Germany

c&cC 114
Real 260
Extra 452

Media/Sat. 280
Prakiker 281
Kaufhof 133

France

Cc&cC 80
Media/Sat 18
Greece

c&cC 6
Prakliker 7
UK

ca&acC 33
Iindia

c&cC 2

© 2004 METRO AG

Matern; METRO Group

METRO Group: 2.386 Locations* in 28 Countries

Metro Cash & Carry: 479, Real: 294, Extra: 452, Media Markt and Saturn: 458, Praktiker: 338, Kaufhof: 148

italy

C&cC a1
Media/Sat 53
Japan

cs&cC 2
Croatia

cs&cC 3
Luxemburg
Praktiker 3
Marocco

cs&cC 6
The Netherlands
c&C 1

Media/Sat 14

Austria

c&cC 12
Media/Sat 23
Praktiker 4
Poland

c&cC 20

Real 27
Media/Sal 22
Praktiker 16
Portugal
c&C 10
Media/Sal 1

METRO Group

i The Spirit of Commerce

*incl. 216 Dinea-Restaurants

Rumania

c&cC 19
Praktiker 6
Russland

c&cC 7
Switzeriand

Media/Sat. 14
Slovak Rep.
c&cC

Spain 1
C&cC 30
Media/Sat. 18
Czech Rep.
c&cC 10
Turkey

9
Real 4
Praktiker 8
Ukraine
cs&cC 1
Hungary
c&cC 12
Media/Sat 11
Praktiker 14
Vietnam
c&c 8

- <
State: 30. June 2004

Metro Group, Germany

Page 1 of 7
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Handout N° 04, Hans-Jiirgen Mat.

Matern; METRO Group

i © 2004 METRO AG

Holding Structure METRO Group

METRO Group

]' The Spirit of Commerce

METRO Group

~Management-Holding '
~ METROAG

Internal Service Units

Matern; METRC Group

PRE-
FARM
GATE

-

METRO Group

J The Spirit of Commerce

“Achieving Assurance in the Whole Chain” I

REQUIREMENTS '

| 3
i

POST
FARM
GATE

Growers

Farmers

© 2004 METRO AG

Food Packing«_[Retail
and | Consumers )
i iStores
i

i GUIDING PRINCIPLES

lo Mutual Recognition against a reference
Standard (=Benchmarking)

o Stakeholder Consultation
o Integrity and Transparency (ISO 65)

Metro Group, Germany

Page 2 of 7




Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

'EUREPGAP

Handout N° 04, Hans-Jiirgen Matern

Matern; METRO Group l

Different QA Initiatives in Europe

Effizienter
Warenriickruf

Traceability
CCG ECR Europ

EurepGAP

© 2004 METRO AG

SQF 2000

METRO Group

The Spirit of Commerce

Food Trace
Project

Label rouge

Matern; METRO Group |

Interaction between different QS Initiatives
QA Systems

Audit Standards

METRO Group

The Spirit of Commerce

Tools

IFS

———

<<

Post-Farm Gate

A

Crisis Management

Tracehilitv F
Tracebility E |
2

T

>—>—>—>

Pre-Farm

© 2004 METRO AG

’ EurepGAP 3

>
>

Metro Group, Germany

Page 3 of 7
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Handout N° 04, Hans-Jiirgen Mat’

- National Implementation Focus
Label
&9, IKB, DS, Cemis Rouge, N
- GB
BloE o
]
-
o
£
N 7
Od S
<
S
S
e
0
=
(-]
E L
B
b
.-
| &
METRO Group
Matern: METRO Group ! The Spirit of Commerce

Bringing together different initiatives

& Mutual support ‘

& To avoid duplication, reduce costs and time.
& To use external know

B Concentration on core responsibilities

Step 1. Use of international accepted Tools to facilitate
harmonisation

Step 2. Minimum level of equivalence between schemes
(Benchmarking)

© 2004 METRO AG

Metro Group, Germany Page 4 of 7
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Handout N° 04, Hans-Jiirgen Matern

METRO Group

! ¥
Matern; METRO Group i The Spirit of Commerce

Building on Individual Strengths (1)

& Audit Standards

- International Platform
- Pre-Farm gate and Post Farm-gate Harmonisation "
- Stakeholder Consultation
- Food Chain Partnership
- Interpretation Guidelines
. - Benchmarking Facilitation (Reference Standard)
- Tool for mutual recognition of national schemes

© 2004 METRO AG

METRO Group

Matern; METRO Group ‘ The Spirit of Commerce

‘ Buiiding on Individual Strengths (2)

s National QA Systems

- National/Local Interpretation
- Local Implementation .|
- National Marketing (consumer logos) 9

© 2004 METRO AG

Metro Group, Germany Page 5 of 7
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Handout N° 04, Hans-Jiirgen Mat

METRO Group

The Spirit of Commerc
Matern; METRO Group | The Spirit of Commerce

Building on Individual Strengths (3)

B Crisis Management / Traceability

- EAN-UCC Standards

- Recall Procedures

- Ali-sector Interfaces

- Database Interfaces

- Batch/Lot Management

- Independent Information Broker

© 2004 METRO AG
i

10

METRO Group

The Spirit of Commerce
Matern; METRO Group The Spirit of Commerce

Policy of Metro is ...

B To have robust pre-farm gate and post-farm gate standards that integrate
fully to provide assurance to the consumer of the whole chain

B To have National schemes translate that for local interpretation,
implementation and marketing

© 2004 METRO AG

11

Metro Group, Germany

Page 6 of 7
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K‘EUREPGAP

Handout N° 04, Hans-Jiirgen Matern

METRO Group

Matern; METRO Group The Spirit of Commmerce

Summary

s EurepGAP is the platform for us for global harmonisation of pre farm gate
standards

s |[FS (and BRC) is our standard(s) for post farm gate

& National schemes like Q&S are the back-bone of a vertically integrated QA
System throughout the supply chain. They must use the knowledge of the market
including the international standards like EurepGAP and IFS

8 Metro prefers an internationally harmonised QA System, and we are engaged in
these activities, but if there is no possibility to achieve an internationally
harmonised approach in a short term, we are committed to implement our own
Metro system.

s We take care of our responsibilities on store ievel and participate in third party
certification systems in our distribution centres and retail outlets.

© 2004 METRO AG

Metro Group, Germany Page 7 of 7
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Handout N° 05, Hugo Hays

EURE

PGAP

WWW,

Introducing IFA Standard Version
2005:

The Process

Integrated Farm Assurance Conference
9th November 2004

Hugo Hays

Technical Director EUREPGAP

S R Yo g

Objectives EUREPGAP

WWW.eurep.org |

» To simplify the document for practical application

« To involve benchmark candidate schemes to give
technical input leading to fully endorsed Reference
standard. -

+ To update some technical issues}to changing
industry and retailer demands — Global
Harmonisation

« To Iegitimirse' éfandard through wide, open, thorough
consultation process, with a Common Interpretation

EUREPGAP Page 1
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Handout N° 05, Hugo Hays

Revision Calendar EUREPGAP

{ REVISION CALENDAR INTEGRATED FARM ASSURANCE 20034 Part 1 )

MODULE BY MODULE
| REVISION MEETINGS §

October January March Ma July
2003: 2004: 2004: s | 2004:
Launch Pig, Dairy. Poult . General
revision Cartle and All Farm Comg Regulations. ‘
process. Livestock Base and inable Legislation.
Involvement Base Transport Crops Implemen-
of Industry modules modules P tation

Revision Calendar EUREPGAP

{ REVISION CALENDAR INTEGRATED FARM ASSURANCE 20034 Part2 )

WRITTEN IFA
PROPOSALSE CONFERENCE §# ‘

August
2004: November January
1st round Seg;eo';‘_ber October 2004: 2005:
of ond rm.;nd 2004: Release End of
TSC. scC. of Open of Revision
Experts, COMINETTS review for Latest and
CBs written aid member draft launch of
comments propasils input for public New
and Comment Version
proposals

EUREPGAP Page 2
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Handout N° 05, Hugo Hays

Livestock Sections EUREPGAP

“IwWww.surep.org &

STAGES IN PRODUCTION COVERED BY EUREPGAP IFA CPCC, LIVESTOCK MODULES

BIRTH/
SOURCING §
r § i
I~ i
Reafingl Housingl || Medicines, : Dispatch % i
o Feed & Facilies/ || Welfare& H o . (I Transport ||
A ?rnalgs Water Mechanical Health, G 1 !
i Fixtures Hygiene ; Culls i \
1 ] 1
! ! i

il
> = Production Process Flow Dispatch = Process Step

STAGES IN PRODUCTION COVERED BY EUREPGAP IFACPCC. ALL MODULES
SEED/BIRTH § PROCESS/
| ISOURCING Z J BB g / SLAUGHTERg
 COMBINABLE CROPS

ALL i

] POULTRY
FARMS i i F

i Live- i =
BASE 1| sToCK e L PIGE

: ;

;

i

o) BASE CATTLE

: & SHEEP .

7.0 = \° EUREPGAP CPCC Modules AllFarms | = EUREPGAP Base Module

> = Product Process Flow DAIRY | = EUREPGAP Specific Module

EUREPGAP Page 3
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 05, Hugo Hays

i

Revision Meetings EUREPGAP

3 Meetings Meeting Man-Days
3 Steering Committee 28
Technical Standards
#| Committee-Expert
il Group 132
i | CB seminars 108
| National Technical

Working Group

Argentina 56

Total 324

T P B T 9T S R T T

E Rec.

O Minor Must

E Major Must

AllFarm Combinable Livestock
Base Crops Base

Cattle & Dairy Pig

Sheep

EUREPGAP

Page 4
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 05, Hugo Hays

& | Original Control Points EURE

GA

P

Level 3

O Level 2

E Level 1

All Farms Combinable Livestock

Base Crops Base Sheep

Cattle and

Dairy

<LEECHE

Written Review

EUREPGAP

Comments

675

More than 60

Persons commenting

EUREPGAP

Page 5
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Handout N° 05, Hugo Hays

= Role of the Conference EUREPGAP

Presentation of reviewed documents

Natural conclusion to open review
policy

Lead to closing of review process .

Presentation of Benchmark applications

T EUREPGAP IFA Revision Proposals Table -

|
| Type (CP | goction Proposed text/levelicomment Justiication p?:::l Name of proposer .

EUREPGAP Page 6
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Handout N° 05, Hugo Hays

Main Changes EUREPGAP

WWW.Ol

Consolidation of Control Points (avoiding
repetition/duplication)

Control Point position - is it in the right module?

Feed & Forage standards: EUREPGAP will approve
a list. !

Levelskcﬁa‘:ﬁged to_;Minor-Major—Recommended

Numbering of Control Points

Main Changes EUREPGAP

WWW.eurep.org ¢

« Harmonisation with e§isting Fruit & Vegetable
Standard

« Modules not included in the final version: Egg Laying
and Transport (Need furtherr_v‘discussion)

+ Changes to Control Point Levels — EU legislation

- Annexes become Guidelines (non-normative)

EUREPGAP Page 7
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EUREPGAP

Handout N° 05, Hugo Hays

Main Changes G.Regs EUREPGAP

‘WWW.

— Scope (starting point, transport situation, interaction
of sector modules — Cattle/Sheep & Dairy together)

— Level of compliance (acceptable level of Minor
Musts non conformances 10%, no annual repetition)

— Degree of Surveillance (Inspection frequency 18
months for cattle/dairy, and Farmer Group Option 2
sample size to increase)

— Sanctions (Severity and legal consequences for
EUREP»GAP) :

_ Certificate contents and validity period — valid until
sanctioned or no re-registration (max. 3 years).
Separate certificate for Transport only.

i
E
£
£

-
|5
|
&
£

;
b
£
i
&
b3

¥

Bl it LS

' Steering
| Committee

[T —— " Technical
| Council P " Standards
’ | Committee |

I

FoodPLUS GmbH

Page 8
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EUREPGA

i e AWML @UTE.OTg

gtk

o National / Regional IFA Technical Working Groups

Australia
Nov. 20047

Argentina
July 2004

.

EUREPGAP Page 9
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® EUREPGAP

Handout N° 06, Chris Anstey, Kristian Méller

Integrity of Farm Assurance

Selected Iltems from the EurepGAP Integrity Programme

Chris Anstey
Tesco plc., UK

Kristian Moeller
EUREPGAP, Germany

EUREPGA

Www.eurep.org

and

Elements of Integrity

Standard
(Setting and Maintenance)

Compliance
(Certification Management)

Performance
(Status, Plausibility and Effectiveness Reports)

EUREPGAP

‘Tesco, United Kingdom

EUREPGAP, Germany

Page 1 of 22
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Handout N° 06, Chris Anstey, Kristian Maue%

EUREPGAP

Standard Setting

+ Document Development

> Scope of Content
> Level of regulated Detail
> Consensus of Interpretation

¥ Steering Committee and Technical and Standards
Committees and Expert Group .

v Pilot Audits
v National Technical Working Groups

EQ?EPGAP
Natlonal / Reglonal Techmcal Worklng Groups
i Switzerland
Jan 2002 Sep 2002 July 2002
Belgium i / [——
Italy
Feb 2002 = e - il Shiio

, - Greece
France’ . . Sep 2004
June 2002 Malaysia
| Feb 2003
/
Spam N New
Ma 2002 Zealand
[_May 2004 |
Chile | i Australia/
March 2003 | [-J Africa | Tasmania
1
Argentina March 2002 July 2002

March 2004 | <

]+ 144
Tesco, United Kingdom ‘

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 2 of 22
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’ E U R E PG A P Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

EUREPGA

WWW.eUre

PO

Zur Anzeige wird der Quick Time™
Dekompressor ,, TIFF (LZW)*
bendtigt

EUREPGAP

“Www.eurep.org -

Zur Anzeige wird der Quick Time™
Dekompressor , TIFF (LZW)*
benoiigt.

‘I’esco, United Kingdom

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 3 of 22
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Handout N° 06, Chris Anstey, Kristian Moller '

PGA

WWW.BIIrep.org

EURE

Standard Setting

- Consistent Standard Translation
> National/ Regional Involvement

v Network and System of Proof Reading from Industry
and National Technical Workgroups

v Involvement of Associated Experts

EUREPGAP

1
W SLFED.Ora -

Standard Setting
- Fast and Controlled Dissemination of Information .

> Efficient Certification Body and Member Managemnet
online

> Up-to-date Website

v Certification Body ExtraNet with 65 CB’s Registered
¥ Info Mail and Member Extranet
v Website Management

Tesco, United Kingdom '

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 4 of 22
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Handout N° 06, Chris Anstey, Kristian Méller

[B¥ CB Extranet - Mozilla

EUREPGAP'

CB-EXTRANEY  7iisast

IRANET  HOME
£dit User Data

Sign up for infomail

Privacy stetement

Contracts received: May 2001
g Other issues:
Accrediation for EUREPGAP Scope “Fruit and Vegetables” Sdnm Arackee
5 received: October 2001 Scope: Fruit and Vegstabies =
Acorediztion valid untl; Scheme: EUREPGAP Generic Version FP 2001/2004

f Accreditati fy 3 X
Copy o editation Certficate received: No Sisasa dick Bh e %o change the Scheme.

Fietstetet ¢ ] POAP Genenc Version FP 20012004 —
Documents for Product Scope Fruit and Vegetables: State: Accredited Nazario Munoz
(Scheme Manager)
LR A ] EUREPCGAP Genenc Version IFA 2003
State: provisi Ann Elliott
Seproved (Scheme Manager)

2001_Revd? pet
= P Apply for new Scheme

_Re0i paf

1 unpaid lnvoice
. Documents for Scheme EUREPGAP Generic Version FP Bocument Center
2001/2004: 7 Documents altogether
5 Documents need confirmation (3 already confirmed)
0 Contracts
Fask Center

8 Tasks altogether
7 File uploads (O already uploaded)

Agpplication_for EUREPGAR_Reco

a Ci i D1 M 63 as

R

M stant| ;{ﬁmsmuim-neaaﬁgm Extranet - Mozilla

B% EUREPGAP - fish - Mozilla
Fe E& Yew Go Bookmarks Tools Wmdow Hep

- H\e;anad‘ :g {3 nito:riwww ewcep org/fshit fsh/documerts himi?Lang=E nglsh

derMs_ ZFITS

4 é ﬂsommumm o Latest Buids ("

-
Documents
EurepGAP Integrated Aquaculture Assurance Standard is now avallable and can be spplied from 18th of Gctober
2004.

Use the opportunity to sign up for ¢ 11 for this product scope to be informed about any progress in this scope.

Choose your language:

English ']

General Regulations

Language yersion File Name Fite Details
English October 2004 General Requlations Acrobat Reader Document (720 Kb)

Control Points and Compliance Criteria

Language  Version File Name File Details

English October 2004 Centrol Poind Acrobat Reader Document (430 Kb)
Checklist

Language Version File Nome File Details

English October 2004 Acrobat Reader Document (384 Kb)

Benchmarking Procedure

£ \Z (B F  Transienng dsia fom ww.euep og... 7 :
Mstort|[ELEUREPBAP - fish - M. 24 Benchmarking Estianet - |y Explores -CA | @8Nero - Bunng Rom 1501 | [ Miciosolt PoweiPont - fwe..|

esco, United Kingdom

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 5 of 22
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Handout N° 06, Chris Anstey, Kristian Méller '

EUREPGA

SNWW- eUrep.org -

Compliance

- Consistent Standard Interpretation (1)

> Compliance Criteria
»> Auditor Training
> National Guidelines
> Knowledge Base

EUREPGAP

Compliance

- Consistent Standard Interpretation (2) .

v~ CPCC Document

v Extensive Definition Section

v Certification Body Workshop

v Train the Trainer

v~ National Technical Working Groups
v FAQ System Online (in Preparation)

Tesco, United Kingdom
EUREPGAP, Germany Page 6 of 22
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' E U R E P G A P Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

EUREPGAP

Compliance

- Consistent Audit Results (1)

> Auditor Qualification

> Auditor Training

> Performance Control

> Audit Length Recommendation

“WDGT

EUREPGA

1

Compliance

- Consistent Audit Results (2)

v GenReg Definitions on Formal Qualification
v Initial Auditor Qualification Check

v Auditor Certification on Competencies where
Insufficient Formal Qualification

v Certification Body Workshop
v Certification Body Conference
v Train the Trainer

v Auditor Registration

‘resco, United Kingdom

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 7 of 22
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Handout N° 06, Chris Anstey, Kristian Méller .

EUREPGA

WWW-SUrep.org

Compliance

» Consistency of Certification Body Performance

> Strong and consistent Accreditation (ISO Guide 65)
> Auditor Qualification
> Audit experience

v Decision to establish AB Guideline
¥v" Committee participation on some CBs ‘
v CB Seminars and tests

Compliance

» Consistency of Accreditation Body Performance .

»> Using existing tools
> MLA on ISO Guide 65
> Feedback and co-operation with ABs

v IAF MLA is almost ready to be published
v Decision to establish AB Guideline

v" Committee participation on ABs

v EA forum participant

Tesco, United Kingdom ‘

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 8 of 22
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y E U R E P G A P Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

www.eurep.org:

EUREPGAP

Compliance

- EUREPGAP Accreditation Guidelines (in development)

> Robust procedure of global accreditation
> Based on ISO Guide 65 MLA
> Competence of ABs

‘ }"' v Knowledge of AB Assessors
1 v Co-operation with ABs
v Clearly defined CB scopes (incl. geographical)

U DERE

EUREPGA

SWWW.eure]

Compliance
- EUREPGAP Accreditation Assessors
> Competent EurepGAP Expert Team

¥ Individual Recognition by FoodPLUS
¥ Training requirement (Trainer and CB workshops)
v ExtraNet access via Abs

v Signed up to InfoMail

v Additional activities with FoodPLUS: Trainer,
Benchmark Witness Assessor, Integrity Auditor,
EurepGAP Expert Consultant, Development Tasks

‘Tesco, United Kingdom

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 9 of 22
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Handout N° 06, Chris Anstey, Kristian Méllem

EUREP

GAP

org:

Compliance

- EUREPGAP Accreditation Assessor TRAINING

Wednesday 15. December 2004
Cologne, Germany
On invitation, free access

EUREP

AW ST

GAP

Compliance

« Publication of all approved CBs on the Website
> World-wide choice of CBs
v Status and Scope

v" Contact Details
v Country Offices and Activities

Tesco, United Kingdom ‘

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 10 of 22
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Handout N° 06, Chris Anstey, Kristian Moller

B% EUREPGAP - faim - Mozilla 8

B EGl Vew Go Booknaks ook Widw Hep

.43 €
Reload

| & ito:/7www eusep org/faim/Languages/Engish/cbs himl

Certification Bodies

All Certification Bodies that have received full 1ISO Guide 65 (EN 45011) accreditation to the scope of EurepGAP “Fruit

and Vegetables” and are fully approved to carry out EurepGAP Certification to that scope are listed in TABLE 1 (with
headquarter in Country) and TABLE 2 (with local office in Country). Only these Accredited Certifiers are allowed to use ]
the EurepGAP Logo on their certificates and promotion material and will allow growers to do the same according to

their certification agreement.

Click on the certifier's name and get more details (Contacts in countries they operate).

(Those certifiers that are in the application phase and have been given a several-month provisional approval, are
listed in “TABLE 3" below on the bottom of this page.)

Region: | showall ~| Country: |showall

Table 1 Accredited CBs with headquarter in Country

Accredited
+ Orgsnisation a:‘j:gr f:g{:gds EN 45011 / IS0 65 Comments
B scope EUREPGAP
Germany July 2004 August 2004 Appraved for the subsscopes:

Combinable Crops

*Accreditation issued by an AB that has signed the MLA within the 1SO Guide 62 or Laboratory area and that is
involved in the development of an IAF methodology and critenia for peer assessment on 15O Guide 65 (product
Certification). The EUREPGAP TSC will accept accreditations issued by: ANSI, INMETRO (Brazil), JAS-ANZ (NZ/AUS) and
SANAS (RSA) until this MLA is in force and signed

Takle 3 Provisionally approved C8s (in process to recewe accredition)

Applied for
= Country of C ccreditati
arter  received  45011/ISO85
B¥ EUREPGAP - faim - Mozilla ISR RES e T B eI
| Fle E® Vew Go Booknaks Toos Window Hep <o - : hin
, : . ;3 B @mm//wwwweuu.;/fa,nﬁmmd?fgkwmhuml <] s Seatch “P"dn -
- <3 Home 4 Bookmarks 4 mozlaoig o Latest Buids o { Me. #LATS
- — FpprovETTOTOTE =
= 3 Germany August 2004 sub-scope: Combinable =

Crops

Approved for the
sub-scopes: cattle &

Australia October 2004 Shon taay, Bids. poultry
and compinable crops.
Approved for the
h
Spain March 2004 Pl
United Approved for the
Kingdom March 2004 March 2004 sub-scopes: cattle@sheep,

combinable crops

Approved for the
sub-scopes: cattle &
cheep, dairy, pigs, poultry,
combinalbe crops

BApproved for the
sub-scopes:Cattle &

Brazi Octopber 2004 Octcber 2004 Sheep, Combinable Crops.
(Restricted to Option 1
Certification)

Approved for the =4
sub-scopes: cattle &

sheep, dairy, poultry,

combinable crops

Greece August 2004

Argentuna September 2004

Approved for the
sub-scopes: cattleg&sheep,
dairy, combinable crops,
pouitry

Approved for the
sub-scope: Combinable
Crops (restricted to
OPTION 1 Certification)

Approved for the
sub-scopes: cattledsheep,
dairy, pigs, poultry,
combinable crops

Tmlawwho;nw@lw.ma S > % . o : — »&“zd‘ >
Lk 1:04

Argenting March 2004 June 2004

Belgium July 2604 May 2004

Netherlands March 2004 January 2004

2 3 B
Sstant| FRAITS Admrisision - Moale | B Micioson PonerPont -

esco, United Kingdom
EUREPGAP, Germany Page 11 of 22
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Handout N° 06, Chris Anstey, Kristian Méller

EUREPGAP

Compliance

- Transparent Benchmarking Process

> High Integrity
> High Transparency and High Independence
> Robust Tool of Recognition

v Transparent procedure and rules

v External, independent assessment (JAS-ANZ)
v Document and witness (on site) assessment

&

v Appeals procedure
v" ExtraNet

BE EUREPGAP - fruit - Mozilla
F fle E® Vew Go Dookmoks Toos Wrdow Heb

a {2 Pttg /v eurep org/it/Languages/Engish/approvais himl S| &Mi = .

[ SHiiome ook o moctacng 2 Lalos Buics 42 Cfrugaston dec e P FITS

I»

EUREPGAP ..

EurepGAP Fruit and Vegetables =]

This Site will provide you with information on schemes that have been recognised by FoodPLUS as equivalent to the
EurepGAP standard for Fruit and Vegetables and on the status of applicant schemes where applications have been
received but the approval has not yet been granted. Approved Certification Bodies are CBs that have received
accreditation SO GUIDE 65/EN 45C11 to the scope of the Benchmarked Scheme and to the EurepGAP General
Regulations of the relevant product scope.

EurepGAP Fruit and Vegetables is now available and can be appied immediately. The Version 2001 will continue to be
valid for the transition period and can be audited untl end 2004. Exact dates are published in the new Generai
Regulations. The BENCHMARKING PROCEDURE s aiso published. See bottom of page or at JAS-AN2 website

Scheme Approved
Owner, Scheme Name, Products Certification
Country " Bodies
Assured Assured Produce Scheme (version 1/2002) CMI
Produce Ltd., please see 44 products on APS website Certification,
UK UK
NATURANE PBR-18-06-01 BroGart
ANECOOP, oranges, mandarins, lemons, apricots, peaches, nectannes, plums, grapes, Saf"t AG
Spain tomatoes, aubergines, peppers, cucumbers, watermelon, melon, beans Fiaii bl
Lettuce, brocoh, caulifiower i
E NATURSENSE (Version 2.2/7/02) ProCert
Martinavarro mandarines, oranges Safety AG,
SA., Spain Switzerland
Asonacion UNE 155001-1:2001
= = G i N Espar‘u;la de L artichokes, tomato, crapsmurrn,rn:ucumbrer, green beans, eggpiant, meion, =
b i ~Z CE G2 Trensiemng deta fom v suep oG I - s
B Stast| FATS Adwristaiion - Moake | T Micicsolt PowerPors - iwe {2 EUREPGAP - frut - M__ Sota 118

Tesco, United Kingdom
EUREPGAP, Germany Page 12 of 22
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B EUREPUGAP - truit - Mozilla

The Global P
EurepGAP aliows and encourages individuals that have attended a Train-the-Trainer course (or CB-Workshop) and
passed the examination to conduct own public EurepGAP courses based on EurepGAP materials.
Minimum gualifications for trainers apply (education and professional experience equivalent to EurepGAP Auditor), and
trainers must be associated to a EurepGAP member organisation to have preferred access to latest material. Please
see the base document for download: (pdf; 69 KB}
Qualification for EurepGAP Fresh Produce Trainer, please download the (word_document,
66 KB). Applicants must complete and sign the chefiklist and forward it to the EurepGAP Secretariat, accompanied by a
curriculum vitae and other suitable documents (copies of diplomas, certificates, etc.) to proof the required
qualifications. Checklist entrigs must correspond to the documented details in the CV.
Please note that we only accept documents in english!
Register as EurepGAP trainer after completing the application requirement via the {word_document,
24 KB)
Date of
Name of Member Grganisation, Country of . - =
Website Yainar Name of Trainer, Email ﬁjxammannn
S = Agro Fair Axmann, Heike 2002
Netherlands Roteerdst
3 Agron SA Gresis Papaoikonomou, Vasileios 4 February
2004
S e = Albafruit 4 February
i - . 5 France 2004
November
2003, Buenos =

¥ Benchmarking Extranet - Mozilla
" fle ER Yew Go Bookmaks Took Window Hep

{3 ho sbenchmariong eurep.org/FP/index_himl

decMe_. 2 FITS

MEMBER-EXTRANET st

WELCOME Heike Anna Rauber, FoodPLUS GmbH

to your individual certification scheme assessment site
Your last iogin was 2004-11-03 15:29:19

Certification Systems in Progress:

State Applicant Scheme Name, Scepe ctiviti Date of Appli Deadli
SwissGap
& Fruit and Vegetables 18, Nov
Praliminary Tachnical ~ Cuslizen/ice GrbH 2. Jun 2004 :'034
Review 248

QVERVIEW | FILES | DISCUSSIONS

18. No
Pralirunary Tachmcal 23. Aug 2004 e
Review e
Natursense
Fruit and Vegetables
Preliminary Tachnical . Martinsvario.S A % R 31, Aug 2004
Review =
v CUERVIEW | FILES | DISCUSSIONS Docurnent
Assured Produce
£ Fruit and Vegetables 5. Nov
Preliminary Technical  Aszuted Produce 26. Oct 2004 S
Review 0604
New Zealand Fresh Produce Approved
Supplier Program
o Fruit and Vegetables
bl 12. Mar 2003
TSC Review

B Stant| [ZFITS Admisstaton - Mozile | ZlMciosoll PowerPort - iwe .| Z3EUREPGAP Mozl |[ZBenchmarking Extran...

Tesco, United Kingdom

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 13 of 22
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B a 0 [ = FIx
;B B yéw, Go  Bodkmait  Tooks. Medow: Lieb : S s B = >
& .3 % : g
e % -3 hito//b & 9/state6 html 18 = Seasch Zod 2
sk e o 18P o pesin I -
“HHome < Bookmarks 4 moziaoig 41 £ decMe_. FFIT
d
MEMBER-EXTRANET  Hioii
? New Zealand Fresh Produce Approved Supplier Program
6. TSC Review
Back to Main Page
- OVERVIEW
R = - —
The scheme 15 in theTSC review until (18. Nov 2004)
The TSC can review, add discussion points and vote on the scheme.
FoodPLUS can view them
JAS-ANZ and CSO can respond to the issues raised by the TSC in the discussion board.
o
S 3
=
= > [ o pa s Ty s s e G et e sl o<1 I
R Start | ZFATS Admaistation - Mozl { [ Bonchmarking Extran. . 2 Explorec T\ | €8Neo-BunngRon-i501 | {FiMicosoh PowePort - fwe. | ok w13

B Benchmarking Extranet - Mozilla
- Ee E® Vew Go Jookmaks Toos Window Hep

X H?M ‘ﬁ {& hto://benchmarkung ewsep orp/SchemeFies himappscheme=18

23 Home mm l ugrlLu;sleds lbwaane ln%siwb

MEMBER-EXTRANET

New Zealand Fresh Produce Approved Supplier Program

6. TSC Review

Back to Main Page

FILES

Upload Section for Scheme Documents:

for the use in the benchmarking procedure to be seen by JAS-ANZ and FoodPLUS as well as all members in peer
review at step 3

Filename Description Creation
eport.dce Independent Technical Review Report 2004/11/04
2 Application CP&CCs only 2004/11/05
Application GRs only 2004/11/05
= £ T ema
Fstat| EFATS Admcsshation - Moske | Bl Merosoh PowerFort -Iwe. | SJEUREPGAP-Mozte  |[[ Benchmarking Extron.. ok 140

Tesco, United Kingdom

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 14 of 22
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: E U R E P G A P Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

4 Naturane

Ir

2. Preliminary Technical Review

| DISCUSSION |

During the ongoing Member Peer Review you are able to view the issue and any given comment from others by

dicking on the green headline of each issue. You can add your comment in the displayed comment field.

If you wish to enter a new issue, please enter the fields in "Post New Issue”. Please note, the mare specific your
© comment is, the better the responses to be expected.

Issue Type Section Replies Date Author
Getting Started with this system
We can use this board among CSO, JasAnz and Foodplus, GR s 1 14.10.2004 Helke Anna

and comments entered at this step are not visible to Rauber
members during peer review.

Post new Issue
Please complete the Fields below to submit a New Topic for Discussion about this Scheme.

Issue:

Type: Control Point (CP) =
Section: '———_

Comment:

==

e e T )
& :
R Stast| FATS Adursstation - Mozia |[F ing Extran... Ay Exploser-C5 | §8Ne0-BuringRom-1501 | s s

EUREPGAP

WWW.eLrep.org

Performance

‘ . - Transparent Farmer Status Information

> Central Database with Open System Interfaces and
high level of Data Protection

v" All registered farmers / verification result holders

v All relevant assessment details (status, scope, validity)
v~ Unique Area ID available (www.uaid.org)

v Data protection rules apply

¥ Interface to databases of benchmarked schemes and
national systems (and e.g. IFS)

v Public registration number confirmation

g+ 14}

.fesco, United Kingdom

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 15 of 22
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EUREPGA

WWW L

ep

g

LOIg

Zur Anzeige wird der QuickTime™
Dekompressor ,,TIFF (LZW)“
bendtigt

»Online Registration®

Zur Anzeige wird der QuickTime™
Dekompressor ,, TIFF (LZ

o mOnline Self-Assessment*

Page 16 of 22
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EUREPGAP

eurep.org.

UAID: Unique Area ID

e}

EFZHGFYMESXYBXY/XXVXX6

B Audit Approval - Mozilla

e
© Back

" fle Edt View Go Bockmaks Toos Widow Heb

"ﬁucm

EUREPGAP 1 oo s

;;a ‘g & huo 1762155156 36:7010/ewepgan/protected/Approval do =~ V@S“eh} g -
Bookmaks 47 mozlaorg 4 Latest Bukds 4 Giirungzeien der Me. 42 FITS Adms .
ot ip for Safe ced Sustuinable Agriculfure

& & =~ 5 5 0

Howe At Ausheg  Audd Spprosst MedisrDels Logeft

Audit Approval

ek Bt

Here you can review all check lists. The approved version is marked with a red balloon and the auditor's version 1s marked with a yellow balloon

View |

view
,CB View#
HAston| FBRTS Admnistuation - Mozla | [E]Miciosot PoweiPori - we. {755 Audit Approval - Mozilla (5308 Exrenst - Moz = ok 1w

.esco, United Kingdom

EUREPGAP, Germany

Page 17 of 22
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B Audit Approval - Mosills == ___IEENSE
- Fle EGt Vew Go Bookmaks Tods Window Heb
', & — - a % {Z o, //62.156 158 3¢ 03D, m;j -0 1 e f
" T3 tone “bBockmis o moskaog LzestBuikts £ 0 desMe. P FITS Admin
EUREPGAP §

Audit Approval

Tengish &
Language: | engiish !

i

Expand AF

a

{11
[213
131
{41
{51}
fel
{73
[ej
f91
[101
f113 3 3
1123 3,
{1371 in
L1470
115] 3
8 3
2

[sten] {Qms Akt aion -Mosls | 8] Micsosoh PoweiPars - e |75 Audit Approval - Moila

ZF Audit Approval - Mozilla

| Fie E® Vew Go Sookmaks Iook Window Heb :
: ;ik - - 93 <§§ 12 mm-//sﬂsrs:sé 3 7G1wiweww/wm:aw%wovd doPview=0tzage=1
- 5% Home i Bookmarks &2 mozila.crg o Latest Buids o deHe. FFIT
- : -
s e ac es auditor
- C?Mrﬂ!ﬂ( N - Vuy!;@ie measures
Auditor comment AUGItor corrective measures
7 173
- »CB View
P Start| ZFFTS Advirssuation - Modks | [ Miciosolt PowesPoirk - iwe... [ 5 Audit Approval - Mozilla fte 133

Tesco, United Kingdom
EUREPGAP, Germany Page 18 of 22
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) E U R E P G A P Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

_EUREPGAP®

i Parmershia for Sols and Sustainable Agricsiiure

egistration number search

nter number of the ofthe Certification Body (CB Shorf) followed by a space and the alpha-rumeric Coge itself assigned by the CB

egisti ation number: [[INTEGRA 10583 Search

EUREPGAP Registi ation Number INTEGRA 10683

Date of latest Ceitification Auditiispection 30 Aug 2002

Certific ation Status. EUREPGAP appre - -

ot s S w0 AVailable since October 2003
Scheme EUREPGAP

Scheme Version 2001

SCOPE {undefined)

Potatoas

B ype of Organisation Grower
' 1
S ountry of Pioduction Belgium

or questians and more information, please contact the responsibie Centfication Body (Contacts 0n the we surep or website unger Cerification Bodies)

{Bimed | Lyewl| EINT. | SYou | KMo | [x_?;un.ﬁﬂ;_m o BEREO s B

EURE

Performance

« Measures

> Statistics
> Trend Analysis
> User/Customer Feedback

¥~ Summary reports
v Time Series possible
v" Complaint Form and Management

"esco, United Kingdom

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 19 of 22
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km b Bookmatks o mozia. derMe. HLATS
Date From 01 Jan 2001
Date To 27 Oct 2004
CB_Short Al =i
Scheme EUREPGAP =i
Scheme Version |All =
Status 4 v]
Product fpmataes ;1 Type: (leave blank for all} [
Country rAJI 3
Option Al =
Group Data By COUNTRY ¥
_Generste Report a
Country Product  Status Option Number of PMOs Number of registered growesrs TotalArea  CB Short
Beigium Potatoes 4 Al - 78 32384 All
Canada Potatoes 4 Al = 1 250 All
Eaypt Potatoes 4 Al - 5 2259.0 Al
France Potatoes 4 All & 76 17912 Al
Germany Potatoes 4 Al - 414 7619.93 Al
Israel Potatoes 4 All = 9 31575 Al
Italy Potatoes 4 All - 8 206 4 Al
Maita Potatoes 4 Al - 483 5025 All
Marocco Potatoes 4 All 1 2000 All
New Zealand Potatoes 4 All A 16.0 Al
Portugal Potatoes 4 Alt - 7 885.0 Al
South Africa Potatoes 4 All - 8 628.4 All
Spain Potatoes 4 Al - 20 897.7 All
The Netnherlands Potatoes 4 Al = 1024 24421.42 Al
Total: il 2136 45858.45
B I aie. & S e T 5 e
5 EUREPGAP - Mozilla ECYRa Rl - Il = TR P i (EfiDie B ES

| B E® Viw Go fooknaks Took Wirdow Heb -

= Riﬁ ‘is {3 o 1w euses org/Languages/Engish/cortect him

Contact

Staff working in Germany, UK, Spain and South Africa
Our Head office is Iocated in Cologne, Germany.

Mmail:

EUREPGAP Secretaniat
cfo FoodPLUS GmbH
P.O. Box 19 02 09
D-50499 Koin (Germany)

Fax: +49-(0)221-57993-56

VAT ID: DE 813 184 868

Bank Details FoodPLUS GmbH:

Bank name: Commerzbank AG

Bank code: 370 400 44

Account Number: 12 38 294

SWIFT Code: COBADEFF 370

IBAN DE37 3704 0044 0123 8294 00

To visit our office, see T

Gffice contacts:

2 @ G5 Trensienng ds fom wwn.euepog.

o Stent| EFIT5 Adwirssuation - Mozla | [l Miciosolt PowerPors - (we. [ 2 EUREPGAP - Mozitla

Company Register N° of FoodPLUS GmbH: HRB 35211 Koin

If you want to lodge an offical complaint to the EUREPGAP Secretanat, please us:

M. SFITS Adwis == e s
y,Complaint Form*
= (pdf, 66 KB).
= I -~ ﬁ':.
D 138

Tesco, United Kingdom
EUREPGAP, Germany

Page 20 of 22
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Performance

» Complaint Form

EUREPGA

WWW.eurep.org-

[EUREPGAP] T [E |

For the Attention of EUREPGAP Secretanat

FAX: <43 (93220 579 93 ¢

Complasnt Presentation Format

Performance

EUREPGA

WWW. ST

» Complaints received ‘

Year Number of Issues
Complaints
Received
2002 6 Logo missuse, Inadequate
i Certification Process, Certification
| Scope missused, lllegal CB Services.
i 2003 1 Logo missuse, certificate validity, CB
conflict of interest, Inadequate
Certification Services, Auditor
Qualification, Grower Registration,
lllegal CB services
2004 12 Cerfification scope missused, MRL

exceed, Certificate validity, Logo
missused, Grower registration, lllegal
CB services, CB conflict of interest

'resco, United Kingdom

EUREPGAP, Germany

Page 21 of 22
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EUREPGA

ep.0rg -

It is YOUR opportunity and responsibility to
improve OUR system:

Give us FEEDBACK!

THANK YOU
&

Tesco, United Kingdom ‘

EUREPGAP, Germany Page 22 of 22
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_EUREPGAP

EUREPGAP — integrated aquaculture
-assurance standard :

"« The story of\EurepGAP Certified Salmon

Per Johan Rettereng, DVM
Vice president Quality & Environment
Fjord Seafood ASA

N

){

ler an ‘?u “Iie,r“‘paFtn' ase studies
f R Ahold/A Heijn and Fjord Seafood

Part>2:(ln—vol\.ler,’nentA o%EurepGAP to make a draft

Part 3: Stakeholders consultation

Fjord Seafood, Norway Page 1 of 7
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_EUREPGAP

The roles and characters in t,hi',sf_'st__oty:t

- in order of appearance =

_ Characters
" Playing himself

~ Roles
1. Thq Atlantic salmon

2. The customer focused seafood producer Fjord Seafood /FS Pieters
3. The concerned retailer Royal Ahold/ A.Heijn

4. The well organized EurepGAP org. Food Plus

5. The knowledgeable Certifying Body SGS

With great help in Part 3 from:

6. Other stakeholders, like NGOs in several countries

| 7. Other Major salmon producers: Nutreco, Panfish, Stolt Seafarm
8. Other farmed fish than salmon

9. Yourself and GFSI (Global Food Safety Initiative)

<

- 2N D%

Alevins: Small (<2.5 cm), immature
larvae with yolk sack

providing first stage nutrition.
When yolk sack is absorbed

the fish is transferred to start feeding

5

25-30 days fertilized

“2 fertilisation: Eggs -
are stripped from

- Start feeding of small fish is a critical Transfer to seawater o e g
ter sites

Mortality ca 5% Temp: 12-14 °C. Fish is sites by wellboat il 550k

ing in FW sites to around 80-100g (ca 12 months) the),

12 5 T ort to
n and grading is important. Gradual (ca 12 months). Transpi

packing station.

Jutting and packing Secondary processing

Fjord Seafood, Norway Page 2 of 7
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Fjord Seafood ASA : 80 000 tons of Salmon
A fully integrated global supplier ’

~ Processing, sales
and distribution
N

Chile:
Salmon farming,
sales and

processing

Part 1: 2001

.....

n we meet customers concerns, today and in the

ironment, animal welfare......
How to communicate? "

Ahold/A.Heijn and
Fjord Seafood work together

+Fjord Seafood Pielers, Brugge nov 2001

Fjord Seafood, Norway Page 3 of 7
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Part 2: 2002 - 2003 EUREPGAP |

Retailer and Supplier ir_ivq_lve,Eg,repG \P

- draft supply cham standard for farmed salmon
S = Food safety, environment, OHS
- pxlot audltlng in Scotland & Norway with SGS

+2. Business to business initiatives go in parallel (not a part
of EurepGAP):

- i.e. quality, logistics, customer communication ...

Erwin R Steenbruggen John Oosterhuis - A.Heijn
Anje Mattheeuws - Fjord Seafood Pieters
Steve Rex, Per Johan Rattereng - Fjord Seafood ASA

Several colleagues participated in different meetings.

< ﬂ m E @

Fjord Seafood, Norway Page 4 of 7
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L The group studies the whole value-chain

«Visiting research institutions

The group studies the whole value-chain
from egg to fork.

easites in Norway

: ™ .Reportmeeting in Cologne,
RSk Rhein June 2003

«Testing Seafood
Belgiym

Fjord Seafood, Norway Page 5 of 7
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End of part 2: _EUREPGAP

EUREPGAP. Farmed Fish
Draft by Sept 2003 i

1 |ntegrated Farmed fish ‘assurance standard

_ after the model of EUREPGAP integrated
farm assurance standard.

« 2. Salmonid species module

- Following the value chain for the salmonids
from egg to slaughtered fish.

Last 12 months

Part 3: Stakeholders consultatlons
Several stakeholders have commented and made
proposals for the draft o

* NGOs like WWF and others
* Leading fishfarming companies like Nutreco,
Stolt Seafarm and Panfish participated in two
2 workshops in 2004.
@ * Other stakeholders like SQS and Certifying bodies
& * Your self

Fjord Seafood, Norway Page 6 of 7
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L 19. Oct 2004. EUREPGAP

EUREPGAP Integrated Aquaculture Assurance
"Today EurepGAP launched the new EurepGAP Integrated Aquaculture :

Assurance Standard for the retall and food service market This new

standard prowdes Aquaculture Farms and retallers wrth a set of cntena

for Good Aquaculture Practices. :
The new standard follows the format of other EurepGAP codes, covering
the critical areas frorn record keeping, chemicals/medicines management,
worker health and safety and environmental and social issues.”

"The EurepGAP Aquaculture Assurance
Standard was developed in cooperation

with Ahold NL and Fjord Seafood Pieters
jointly with SGS at a first stage, and now

also with participation of Stolt Sea Farm, :
Nutreco, Panfish and Scottish Quality Salmon 4]

EUREPGAPMCertified*'s“ag

Enjoy your meal !

Fjord Seafood, Norway Page 7 of 7
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IFA — CONFERENCE AMSTERDAMM 09. / 10. November 2004

EurepGAP - Integrated Farm Assurance Conference
. Amsterdam 2004

09./10. November

Moving the Poultry Supplier Base towards EurepGAP

FEDERATION OF MIGROS COOPERATIVES, Zurich Switzerland

Johann Zublin

MIGROS

IFA — CONFERENCE AMSTERDAMM 09./ 10. November 2004

Aim:

All poultry products are EurepGAP certified until 31. 12. 2006
} Including fresh poultry meat purchased via platforms and suppliers

} including processed poultry meat (fresh meat for Ham)

Not included at the moment, poultry meat for convenience products

MIGROS

Migros, Switzerland

Page 1 of 6
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IFA — CONFERENCE AMSTERDAMM 09. / 10. November 2004

Global Food Safety Initiative (GFSI)

GMP-Standards Distribution

D N )

; - BRC S0
: SQF HACCP
| Feed standard PR
ckaging standard ‘
17
3

MIGROS
IFA - CONFERENCE AMSTERDAMM 08. / 10. November 2004

Existing systems

Migros has a highly integrated food Industry

Optigal is the Migros own poultry production unite based in Switzerland

hatchery (1 unite)

production (300 affiliated farmers)

1 slaughterhouse (Optigal)

1 production unite for organic fertiliser (Optisol)

Imports
Europe: D, F, DK, PL, H,

Future: Brazil

MIGROS

Migros, Switzerland Page 2 of 6




Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 08, Johann Zueblin

IFA — CONFERENCE AMSTERDAMM 09. / 10. November 2004

Existing Q-systems

Migros own guide lines for food safety in meat and meat products
Swiss production runs under the M 7 — label program and Migros — Bio
Migros guide lines for poultry production for import products

Certification of the transforming industry (GFSI — standards)

MIGROS

IFA — CONFERENCE AMSTERDAMM 09. / 10. November 2004

Problems for import products
Implementation of Migros guide lines is difficult
Efficient controlling is not possible

Migros guide lines are very similar to the EU guide lines

- Migros alone can not guaranty the safety of the products
- Migros does not want to accept the situation

6
MIGROS

Migros, Switzerland Page 3 of 6
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IFA — CONFERENCE AMSTERDAMM 0./ 10. November 2004

Implementation

Al suppliers of poultry products have been informed about the
approach EurepGAP

The M 7 program guidelines have been adapted (level Il
EurepGAP plus additional Migros conditions)

Defined an external certification for the M 7 program

L

Active participation of FoodPlus in the

Y

R

Q\/,\

\{ After Amsterdam meeting

f\) all suppliers will be informed about the implementation of .
~ ‘ EurepGAP poultry production for Migros

q \\J Define the organisation in-house for the management ,

N MIGROS

P

Ve Jj /

IFA — CONFERENCE AMSTERDAMM 09. / 10. November 2004

D

Focus points

P

-
/5—.’/ A

/

1 erfochiies (o pssiiad)
/l /,4 é/ 2] /2/

p
@

3 « The control and certification bodies are not yet ready
\\% » Big companies do often have their own standards
\;‘i M possibility for benchmarking?
R N « Chain-of-Custody is a major issue, mainly for the transforming
ol < | ~industry

« the poultry industry is not yet aware about the EurepGAP
standard

8
MIGROS

Migros, Switzerland Page 4 of 6
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IFA — CONFERENCE AMSTERDAMM 09. / 10. November 2004 \w/1 ¥
O ¢ (A° ) 0.
WP Vu&*
Remarks 1 2 V2N
x| M

* Migros will implement the EurepGAP standard for poultry ne 2 ;&M
* EurepGAP will be THE GAP standard for Migros ')“/ ‘//\VUL

/N

F . \\'-7 @ 4 \:1

Next products or industries are: \U ‘}‘f}b @5,1\
* Fish (2005) '
* Dairy (certain products, ex. imported cheese) (?) / b
 Eggs (?7)
* Cattle and pigs (ex. Production not included in label programs)
» Coffee, tea, cacao, etc. (2005 / 2006)
» Combinable crops (?)
MIGROS )

IFA — CONFERENCE AMSTERDAMM 09. / 10. November 2004

Remarks 2

* Include the Migros Industry and their suppliers of agricultural
products

* Include the convenience products

* Include other sectors ex. restaurants

10
MIGROS

Migros, Switzerland Page 5 of 6
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IFA - CONFERENCE AMSTERDAMM 089./ 10. November 2004

Remarks 3

Migros will be using standards where ever possible
Migros does not develop own standards

Migros is actively participating in developing standards

Other retailers are welcome to join us !!!

MIGROS

Page 6 of 6

Migros, Switzerland
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. Handout N° 10, Jon Roe

,Live‘s_z‘eci{isystemﬂManage{f'

= 3
¥z w;.«,s.:;,_wé,,

Penber sl imbiomes S 3ETLS
iNLFCCUCLICh 10 wiéég isisuly

o

J Sainsbury plc is a leading UK food retailer
‘ with interests in financial services.

Founded in 1869.
< 721 retail outlets.

— Comprises supermarkets and convenience
stores (Bells and Jackson's Stores)

- Employs 150,000 people.
- 14 million customers served each week.

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK Page 1 of 20
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Handout N° 10, Jon Roe ‘

Sainsbury's stands for great quality at
affordable prices. Our objective is simple - to
serve customers well.

That means we continually improve our
product ranges, develop new offerings and
ensure we respect the environment and

communities in which we operate. ‘

making life taste better

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK Page 2 of 20
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First supplied Sainsbury’s in 1964 with carcass beef.
Over two decades of experience with Producer Groups.

Sainsbury’s Partnership in Livestock scheme started with
farmers supplying cattle for Traditional beef

Track record of innovation and product development:

. Premium (extra matured) Traditional beef developed
in 1980s

_ Centrally packed (modified atmosphere) meat
launched 1996.

‘ ' DNA traceability applied to all Traditional cattle from
1999.

Taste the Difference 21 day matured beef launched
2003.

ABP is Sainsbury’s largest red meat supplier.

making life taste better ‘

Sainsbury‘s, UK Page 3 of 20




E U R E P GA P Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 10, Jon Roe '

SAINSBURY’S

PRODUCT INTEGRITY AND SAFETY

TECHNICAL POLICY FOR MEAT SOURGING

A ] icy for all meats in Sai 's oanrbrand (exdudit
pet foods)

Sainshury’
Refeerce | IsseNamber | Aunmissdby Dde [ PegeNoer
573 ] 3 l Gaff Smiegd | Noamber 01 | Pae1dS

making life taste better

Supplier approval ‘
Specifications

Traceability

Livestock assurance

Health Marking

Control of Specified Risk Materials
Sourcing of beef

Sourcing of ovine and caprine meat
Mechanically recovered meat (MRM)

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK Page 4 of 20
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 10, Jon Roe

Must only come from Sainsbury's visited
and approved slaughterhouses and
cutting plants.

making life taste better

. +  The long term sustainable production,
processing and supply of high quality product
for the consumer in an open working
relationship of good communication and co-
operation throughout the supply chain.

s &
{H

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK
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Handout N° 10, Jon Roe ‘

Sainsbury’s is committed to sourcing all
agricultural livestock products, including meat,
to the same standards irrespective of country
of origin.

All primary meat must sourced through
Partnership in Livestock agreements and in
compliance with relevant Sainsbury’s
Agricultural Technical Policies.

Agricultural Technical Policies drawn up |n

conjunction with experts from ADAS.

Cover all livestock species relevant to Sainsbury’s and encompass
standard (intensive) and premium (‘free range’) husbandry methods.

Issues covered include:

general scheme operations
introduction
origin of stock
health and biosecurity
- nutrition and feedstuffs
housing
training
handling and transport

slaughter

environmental management

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK
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EUREPGAP

Sainsbury‘s, UK

Scale of challenge eg more than 20,000 UK
farmers supply livestock for Sainsbury’s beef
and lamb.

When Partnership in Livestock started, all had
to be inspected by processor personnel.

As industry farm assurance schemes have
evolved, ongoing dialogue has permitted
schemes that can demonstrate high
compatibility with Sainsbury’s Policy to be
‘endorsed’.

‘Premium’ standards still require independent
farm auditing.

making life taste better

BRITISH
FARM STANDARD

Country

UK Eire Denmark Holland

Beef All AFS (Red Bord Bia
Tractor) qualifying
schemes

Pork All AFS (Red DBMC UK IKB +
Tractor) qualifying Contract additions
schemes

Lamb All AFS (Red
Tractor) qualifying
schemes

making life taste better

Page 7 of 20
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Handout N° 10, Jon Roe ‘

Availability of British beef limited. CAP reform
will place further restrictions on supply.

Utilisation issues. Seasonal carcass
imbalance as customer demand for steak
meat exceeds fore-quarter/roasting cuts.

To satisfy customer demand for value for '
money.

Sainsburvs

making life taste better

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK Page 8 of 20
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 10, Jon Roe

Evaluate and select countries
Decide assurance standards to be applied

Benchmark EUREPGAP Level 2 vs
Sainsbury's Agricultural Code of Practice

Shortlist processors willing and capable of
meeting required standards

. - Higher Level Certification to BRC Global
Standard - Foods

making life taste better

- Supplier evaluation of processor facilities,
‘ farm base and supply chain

Sainsbury's Technologist audit of processors
and agricultural assessment

Corrective action programme

Product assessment and specifications
confirmed

Audit of farms vs EUREPGAP level 2
Non-conformance closure
Certification of selected farms
Commence supply

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK
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Handout N° 10, Jon Rde ‘

Cost and quality

Disease

Traceability

Welfare/National standards

Sector relationships

Processing Technology/Appearance
Standards in Abattoirs
Environmental Degradation ‘
Corporate Social Responsibility

making life taste better

Brazil and Argentina identified as providing
greatest opportunities. .

making life taste better

Page 10 of 20
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‘ Handout N° 10, Jon Roe

Sainsbury’s success in fresh produce sector
— all sources EUREPGAP certified.

No national standards in place and processor
reluctance to apply retailer bespoke standard.

Rigorous framework for benchmarking.
Opportunity for harmonisation of assurance
standards.

‘ - Opportunity to influence and improve the
standards and their implementation.

- Cost effective.

making lite taste better

In depth review of the three standards undertaken
in conjunction with experts from ADAS.

Heath Warning : Benchmarking performed against
original EUREPGAP Standard which has been
subsequently modified.

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK Page 11 of 20
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Handout N° 10, Jon Roe ‘

Confents

GENERAL SCHEME OPERATIONS
INTRODUCTION

ORIGIN OF STOCK

HEALTH AND BIOSECURITY
NUTRITION AND FEEDSTUFFS
HOUSING

TRAINING
HANDLING AND TRANSPORT .

SLAUGHTER
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
GENERAL

Sainsburys

making iife taste better

Not perfect but good starting point.

Reinforced importance of participating in
EUREPGAP Steering Group to increase
compatibility.

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK Page 12 of 20
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Handout N° 10, Jon Roe

EUREPGAP

IFA and IFFA: Structure of Approach
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3 All Farms Base Module :
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Cainchirve
SSHISDUTYS

making life taste better

Ambition to deliver Sainsbury’s own label
imported beef

To the equivalent standard of UK farm
assurance

EUREPGAP Level 2 identified as comparable
EFSIS identified as auditing body

Key partners identified in South America

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK
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Handout N° 10, Jon Roe ‘

- To evaluate current farm and factory
standards

* To judge the potential for independent
auditing

« Farm and Factory considered i.e. whole chain

assurance ‘

- Representative factories and farms visited in:

;EArgenti na Sainsburys
Rrazil making life taste better

Processor A
Processor B ‘
Part of the same Group

Situated in the Buenos Aires region

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK Page 14 of 20
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‘ Handout N° 10, Jon Roe
Processor Assessments

Processor A

- slaughtering 900 head of cattle per day

- de-boning approximately half of this

- the remainder shipped to their sister plant

Processor B
- slaughters 2000 head of cattle per day

‘ - de-bones approximately 4,500 fore and
hindquarters

Sainsburvs

making life taste better

- Hygiene standards were generally good

- Equipment and fabric was to a high standard
- Carcass quality and consistency was high

- Animal welfare standards were very high

- Prepared to apply Sainsbury’s specification to
enhance eating quality eg hip suspension

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK Page 15 of 20
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Handout N° 10, Jon Roe ‘

- Generally family run breeder/finishing units
- Main breeds Angus & Hereford
— Animals slaughtered at 24 months

Average weight 260 — 280 kg
— Animal welfare standards very high

- Enhanced by extensive, outdoor production ‘
methods

making life taste better

Processor C
situated in the ‘
Mato Grosso Do Sul region

Processor D

situated in the
Sao Paulo region

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK Page 16 of 20
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‘ Handout N° 10, Jon Roe

L T e T =T .Y
EEF MO O ISy A%

P R NSt e e B

Processor C
- slaughtering 930 head of cattle per day
- de-boning all product on site

Processor D

- slaughtering 930 head of cattle per day
- de-boning all on site

‘ - approved for EU export

HITVS

making life taste better

- Hygiene standards were generally good

- Equipment and fabric was good

- Animal welfare standards were high

- Both plants have achieved BRC Higher Level

- Prepared to apply Sainsbury’s specification
to enhance eating quality eg hip suspension

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK Page 17 of 20
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Handout N° 10, Jon Roe ‘

- Large scale businesses, corporately owned
- Visit to breeder farm and feed lot

- Main breeds Nelore
20% of national herd crossbred with beef

breeds
Animals slaughtered at 36 months
Average weight 240 — 280 kg .

- Animal welfare standards good

making life taste better

Selection of breeder / finishing units imperative
to ensure traceability and lifetime farm
assurance (Level 2) ‘

Predominantly Farm Module 1
No recognised transport assurance scheme
- No recognised feedstuffs assurance scheme

Lack of local legislation

making life taste better

Sainsbury’‘s, UK Page 18 of 20
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‘ Handout N° 10, Jon Roe

2.1 Record keeping
- Health & Safety / Training
- Plans & inventories

‘2.2 Chemical Storage
‘2.3 Medicine Storage
‘2.4 Feedstuffs

‘2.5 Transport

All could be rectified with documentary evidence |

making life taste better

- Transport module undeliverable

- Some of the standard is ‘Not Applicable’
which was not an option for inspectors

- Due to the natural system of production:
Livestock Housing
Feedstuffs are often not applicable

Lack of local legislation

- Translation of standards

making life taste better

Sainsbury’‘s, UK Page 19 of 20
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¢

Handout N° 10, Jon Roe ‘

2 Eans

- All partnering factories BRC Higher Level
< 8 farms certified in Argentina

- 5 farms certified in Brazil

- Argentina rolling out to further 15 farms

- Brazil rolling project out to further 15 farms

making life taste better

iISOUTys

EUREPGAP is a viable means of assuring
livestock in South America.

Local Certification Body resource currently
limited but expanding.

The standard is sound but needs to be
modified in some areas.

Distinct benefits in retailers standardising
their agricultural assurance requirements by
reference to EUREPGAP/benchmarked

equivalent.

making life taste better

Sainsbury‘s, UK
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Handout N° 11, Reinhard Képpel

How does fit into
the McDonald’s Quality
Standard?

Dr. Reinhard Kaeppel
Head of Quality Assurance - McDonald’s Europe

Amsterdam, 9 November 2004
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m lovin’ it.

McDonald’s and Agriculture

How do we fit together?
beginning and end of chain

a long way between the green fields &
the Golden Arches

difficult for both to always keep the
needs of the other in mind

[1)

m lovin’ it.
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Pm lovin’ it.

Global leader for Quick Service
Restaurants

very strong BRAND
directly linked to the consumer

serving 47 million customers every day
world wide, over 10 million in Europe

1.5 million employees system wide

)
FTTRDEDAD
FURLIUATL

m lovin’ it.

McDonald’s & ‘%, .
}
i
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2003 results
« Sales

— Franchised and affiliated sales $83.137

— Company-operated sales $12.795

— Total system wide sales $45.932

* Restaurants

- USA 13.609

— Canada 1.339

— Europe 6.186

— Japan, Asia Pacific, Middle East 7.475

— Latin America 1.578

— Partner Brands (Boston Market, Chipotle) 942

— Total system wide restaurants 31.129 N
m lovin’ it.

2003 volumes Europe
» Large quantities of agricultural products
used last year (ca.):

« 150.000 tons beef

« 100.000 tons chicken

« 120.000 tons wheat

« 1.000.000 tons potatoes

» 80.000 tons produce \

EUREPGAP f f }
’m lovin’ it.
McDonald‘s Europe, Germany Page 3 of 15
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farmers

 going through many changes:
— technical: high yield production methods,

new growing areas for same crop, many
more new varieties, GMOs, etc.

— political, social and financial: subsidies,
WTO, CAP, etc.

EUREPGAP _{ \h

Pm lovin’ it.

Agriculture

« Social changes re income and image

* many food scandals were related to
agriculture and feed

« agricultural practices in focus of media
interest, see animal welfare

« paradigm shift in process:

— from looking at the next in the chain to
“__;hyg\(igg the final consumer in mind _{\_{}

Y Ty
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Pm lovin’ it.
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McDonald’s and Agriculture
« Common link is the final customer -

the BOSS !
« everybody along the chain must have

this focus -

« we have a large base of farmers &
producing our raw materials (over
500.000 just for beef)

» must follow common quality systems

M

ey
CJ

Pm lovin’ it.

McDonald’s Quality Standard

» How can agricultural quality systems be part
of the Quality Standard of a restaurant
chain?

 our founder gave us the direction: “Quality,
Service, Cleanliness & Value”

« evolution over the years, going up the chain

« working with our direct suppliers as partners

[T}

m lovin’ it.

McDonald‘s Europe, Germany
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Handout N° 11, Reinhard Kéappel

McDonald’s Quality Standard

e Ensuring that our customers
consistently get safe and high quality

food, in compliance with legislation &

 proactive quality and food safety m
systems along the complete chain |

 applying principles of risk assessment, B
management and communication

« validating system and verifying functionf\-m

—
{ k) A

RS LS BN G A\

Pm lovin’it.

McDonald’s Quality Standard

» Besides the basics, today’s consumers ¢
want more:

« full transparency of what is in the
products, and full traceability of
products history

* this includes to make sure that origin

and production are aligned with high
ethical and environmental standards

M
EUREPGAP f |

m lovin’ it
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Handout N° 11, Reinhard Képpel

McDonald’s Quality Standard

« Logically, the standard was expanded
to include agricultural production

» started our Vic o on: gricultura
Assurance Progran (MAAP) in 2001
« original goals were
— to improve agricultural production of raw

materials used in our products, g*
— to fully include food safety & quality
. _systems right from the beginning ]‘_{X
o 'm lovin’ it-..

MAAP

 MAAP is more than a quality system for
agricultural production, or about having
more influence on primary SC

* it gives us the opportunity to support
sustainable agriculture

 to ensure ethically acceptable growing
conditions for animals and crops

» to demonstrate social responsibility _{\_”

E hE 1 “) Il ‘ii /\, A BB
EUREPGAP
'm lovin’ it.
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MAAP

 MAAP is our internal reference

« screening existing quality schemes for
coverage of our requirements

* increasing % of raw materials from
compatible schemes over time

» working with scheme owners to
increase common areas with MAAP

TOXNTER N 7 A T
HIIRKDP(-AP -{ ‘ }
A4S AR JA 3L X)X

m lovin’ it.

Standards for Agriculture |

« Standards must be clear and transparent, i
for users to follow and to communicate, in
order to build customer confidence

« verification through audits by credible third
party is required

* long term view must be applied, with
opportunity for training and improvement

« all above covered with IFA standard

3
FIIRFPGAP
FPURBEEFUAL

m lovin’ it.
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Handout N° 11, Reinhard Kappel

EurepGAP & MAAP

« |FA is very compatible with our internal
MAAP standards

- therefore, we welcome the Integrated
Farm Assurance Standard for livestock
and combinable crops

« we are supporting to make IFA the
reference standard for benchmarking

« differences with existing national

i Ef%%ggm%s need to be made transparent ]‘_n

'm lovin’ it.

|

4

EurepGAP & MAAP

« MAAP standards are in 3 levels
— 1. legal requirement
— 2. required McDonald’s target
— 3. future requirements
« when screening other schemes, we
compare with 1 + 2

« similarly structured like IFA requirements

A)
EUREPGAP _( f )

rm lovin’ it.

McDonald‘s Europe, Germany Page 9 of 15




EurepGAP & MAAP

« EurepGAP and IFA belong to the
preferred schemes/standards for our raw
material sources

« as a result, we see more supplies coming
from EurepGAP approved sources

» need multilateral recognition of standards
and alignment of interpretation what
compliance means f\_ﬂ

B AN%A A \JMd

Pm lovin’it.

EurepGAP & MAAP

EurepGAP guidelines for accreditation
are role model

many certification bodies accredited for
IFA standard

will include important module on feed

« future goals are included in the IFA

standard the objectlve of supporting a
sustainable agriculture must be visible _(_H

m lovin’it.
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Handout N° 11, Reinhard Képpel

Changes at McDonald’s

¢ Qur customers want more choice

¢ more new products needed, however,
there needs to be a strategy
¢ want to remain best in class in the

hamburger category, but need to open
up ... with a new concept:
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m lovin’ it.

More choice - Salads Plus
VITALITY
TASTE

S

N e B

M
EUREPGAP .! -{\

Pm lovin’ it
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Why more choice is needed
Improve perception about

. of McDonald’s food
address the growing ‘fat’ & ‘obesity’
issues’ - doing ‘the right thing’
give people ‘permission’ to come to us
more often

strengthen leadership position

A}
CTTDEDPAD
UL UOAT
-

Pm lovin’ it.
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EUREPGAP

More choice

SUNTAST

fruit & yogurt o

e b A

m lovin’ it

McDonald‘s Europe, Germany
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Handout N° 11, Reinhard Képpel

Future wishes

« To have less audits per producing unit
« harmonising, combining audits

« promote IFA as strong audit standard,
as model for pre-farm gate area

. coverlng general objectives of social

1irmds b
C G .J‘ Uil iLc ;,)i!:i.‘“’

. recommendatlons for < inable
grlculture changing mto requ1rements

EUREPGAP _{_{X

P’m lovin’ it.

Final
Customer

MAAP.

| EUREPGAP |
‘ IFA

McDonald‘s Europe, Germany Page 14 of 15



Thanks i

&
Thanks for your attention!

(1)

Pm lovin’ it.

McDonald‘s Europe, Germany

Page 15 of 15



integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 12/1, Dewi Hartkamp

Food safety certification schemes
arable crops
The Netherlands (NL)

dr. ir. A. Dewi Hartkamp

Product Boards Arable Products
Product Board GSP

ir. Irma Schoénherr
Q-point BV

Hartkamp EurepGAPIFA 101104 1

Food safety certification schemes
arable crops
The Netherlands (NL)

Part 1:

dr. ir. A. Dewi Hartkamp

Product Boards Arable Products
Product Board GSP

Hartkamp EurepGAPIFA 101104 2

Product Boards Arable Products. The Netherlands Paade 1 of 6
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Handout N° 12/1, Dewi Hartkamp

Product Boards Arable Products

Characteristics
+ decentralisation—>self-regulation

« under public law: Statutory Trade
Organisations / Public Regulatory Bodies

- established by farmer, trade, industry
« employers and employees
* implementation CAP regulations

» autonomous tasks (info, food safety,
quality, collective projects: research,
working conditions)

Hartkamp EurepGAPIFA 101104 3

Product Boards Arable Products

« Main Board Arable Products
— Committee on Potatoes
— Committee on Coffee and Tea
— Committee on Flax
— Committee on Arable Affairs

Product Board Grains, Seeds and Pulses
Product Board Animal Feed
Product Board Wine

Hartkamp EurepGAPIFA 101104 4
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Handout N° 12/1, Dewi Hartkamp

Arable Crop Sector NL

2 million ha under cultivation (60%)
1 m ha grassland; 0.8 m ha arable crops
* Potatoes, grains, sugar beets
« 25 000 Enterprises
production, trade, processing
16 b €; added value 5,5 b €; export 5,8 b €
* Long production chains
Strong feed sector by-products

Hartkamp EurepGAPIFA 101104 6

Wl Bl e o Rl SRR BV Rl ool o Y. Y 2 .



P

Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 12/1, Dewi Hartkamp

History FSCS arable crops NL

» Bottom-up initiative: farm quality assurance 1997
Uniform recording, agricultural regulations; first certificate:1999
* HACCP arable crop farms 2001

 First crop scheme potatoes 2002
2002-2003 sugar beets, grains/seeds/pulses
processed vegetables, feed GMP

« Whole production chain

» Scope: HACCP based, food safety,hygiene,
calamities, uniform registration, regulation

Hartkamp EurepGAPIFA 101104 ¥

Implementation

Crop Goal Status 2004
Potatoes (chips..) 100% harvest 2003 | 100%
Potatoes (starch) 100% harvest 2005 | 65%

Sugar beets CSM 100% harvest 2003 | 100%
Sugar beets COSUN | 100% harvest 2005 |85%

Grains/seeds/pulses | 100% harvest 2005 | 15-20%

Proces Vegetables | 100% harvest 2005 | 100%

GMP feed PS 100% harvest 2006

— Awareness developed in early stage
Certification process in full progress

Hartkamp EurepGAPIFA 101104 8
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Handout N° 12/1, Dewi Hartkamp

Activities and developments

« FSCS arable crops consultation group

* Regulation
— General Food Law 178/2002/EG ao 2005
— Integrated crop protection ao 2005
— Food Hygiene 2004/852/EG ao 2006

Harmonisation
 Towards 1 FSCS scheme NL
* GFSI/ EurepGAP IFA (farm+CC)

— Member; active in technical committee
— — Primary focus to ensure food safety in IFA

Hartkamp EurepGAPIFA 101104 9

FSCS and EurepGAP IFA

« Content matter minimal
- — FSCS food safety, hygiene, regulation

— EurepGAP IFA food safety, hygiene, welfare,
working conditions, environment

—_— Relevancy Netherlands, regulation
 Audit structure and certification

— FSCS all required; EN45004, 1 or 3 years

— EurepGAP IFA % conformity; EN45011;
PMO; yearly

Hartkamp EurepGAPIFA 101104 10
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Handout N° 12/1, Dewi Hartkamp

Part 1: Conclusions and future

« NL: awareness+certification FS advanced stage
FSCS or EurepGAP IFA?

— production chains
— market demand place for both !

» GFSI ‘Certified once accepted everywhere’
« EurepGAP IFA as GFSI standard
* Benchmark FSCS - EurepGAP IFA

=» Part 2: The case of potatoes...

Hartkamp EurepGAPIFA 101104 11
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Handout N° 12/2, Irma Schoénherr

"Food safety
certification systems
for arable crops in the
Netherlands".

Part 2: The case of
potatoes

Irma Schoénherr, Q-point (The Netherlands)

© Q-Point bv 1

Programme

Potato growing for processing

The food safety certificate for potato
processing

Why an interest in EUREPGAP?

Benchmark results with EUREPGAP
IFA

© Q-Point bv 2

Q-Point, The Netherlands Page 1 of 8
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Handout N° 12/2, Irma Schénherr

Q-Point: NP

Mission and Products

* Q-Point is an independent advisory
organisation, specialised in food safety,
traceability, marketing and quality systems
in agri-business

« Customers: growers, suppliers, traders
packers, supermarkets, government,
product boards

« HACCP, ISO 9000, BRC, IFS,
EUREPGAP, QS

© Q-Point bv 3

Rpoint

Q-Point and EUREPGAP

 EUREPGAP associate member

* TSC-meetings EUREPGAP Fruits and
Vegetables and review in 2003

« TSC EUREPGAP IFA for All farm and
Combinable Crops modules

* NL national platform Fruits and Vegetables and
IFA

« Benchmarking food safety certificate potato
;C);r'c__aglessing certificate with EUREPGAP and

© Q-Point bv 4

Q-Point, The Netherlands

Page 2 of 8
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Handout N° 12/2, Irma Schonherr

© Q-Point bv 5

g POIBL.
Potato processing

A Dutch base; about 12 processors

3 million tons potatoes/year

Export oriented business: 90% abroad
In NL: 50% of potatoes into processing

International sourcing: growers in
NL/B/Fr/Germany

ﬁl
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Q-Point, The Netherlands
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Handout N° 12/2, Irma Schénherr

POt
VVA/food safety certificate

* History: started in 2001
 Based on risk analysis (Codex)
2004: 95%, 2005: 100%

2005: adjusted to EUREPGAP and
General Food Law
&

© Q-Point bv 7
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 12/2, Irma Schoénherr

Benchmark results VVA- P2
EUREPGAP IFA

« VVA covers 80% of EUREPGAP, in 2005 more

» Differences:
— Scope!

Training and safety workers

— Waste management

Storage pesticides/fertilizers

Cleaning records

e But: in NL many criteria already in legislation

« VVA+: compost, storage: cooling equipment,
thermometers, pets/birds

© Q-Point bv 9
EUREPGAP £ %
F&V € & 7
Old e pOlnt
=S \—M in agriafood
Potato Customer/retail
LA TOCESSOT er/ food
Jﬁ—— caterer)
FUREPGAE dEoes ncf)’th/;ser x
as a threat all risks EUREPQAP:
international
standard
EUREPGAP
N ew Integrated Farm Assurance
/ \
G Customer/retail
TOWET er/ food
caterer)
EUREPGARP still
difficult, less a More suitable for Good coverage
threat since potato of risks,
clearly market production, active certification
driven. role in
EUREPGAP-IFA
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Handout N° 12/2, Irma Schoénherr

Important retail/food
service members for
potato processing

\BQ}QLW

METRO Group

© Q-Point bv

é__ﬂ
McDonald's Europe

on

Risks related to processes

~point .

Site
selection

> >Cultivation =»Harvesting¥¥arehousin@l! transport
potatoes storage

Seed
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 12/2, Irma Schénherr

Auditing and monitoring P2~

process

« Inspection (EN 45004 ) by independent
inspection bodies

- 1,1 physical inspection, 1 documentary
inspection (crop records)

« Residue monitoring (15% of growers)
« Crop records to be sent to IB by grower

© Q-Point bv 13

-~ point
afood

quality in agi.

Bottlenecks EUREPGAP

Acceptance/motivation of arable
growers

Costs of certification
Administrative “burden”
Really based on risk assessment?

© Q-Point by 7
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Handout N° 12/2, Irma Schonherr

~pomnt
- Conclusion

Implementation of food safety standard
for growers:

» Requires a period for acceptance
« Communication to growers needed
» Equivalence to EUREPGAP is possible ®

© Q-Point bv 15

Information

For more information:

Q-Point B.V.

P.O. Box 38

2670 AA Naaldwijk, The Netherlands
Phone: +31-174-282888

Fax: +31-317-491441
info@q-point-bv.nl/
i.schonherr@g-point-bv.nl

© Q-Point bv 16
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integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 13, Anton Kreitmeir

Implementation of the Quality
Assurance System ,,EurepGAP
IFA Dairy“

Results of a Dairy Pilot Audit in
Bavaria, Germany

— ' LfL == Bayer. Landesanstalt fur Landwirtschaft

Ernéhrungswirtschaft

Results of a Dairy Pilot Audit in Bavaria Anton Kreitmeir

The organization
Bayerische Landesanstalt fur Landwirtschaft

© LfL

Erndhrungswirtschaft

Bavarian State Research Center for Agriculture,
Department for Quality Assurance and ~Management in

Agriculture and Food Economy

— ' L.F L == Bayer. Landesanstalt fiir Landwirtschaft

Ernéhrungswirtschaft
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004 *

Handout N° 13, Anton Kreitmeir

Results of a Dairy Pilot Audit in Bavaria Anton Kreitmeir

The pilot facility

Achselschwang

Bavarian training-, testing- and knowledgecenter '
for livestock husbandry

in dairy and cattle production on grassland

Pr— ' LfL == Bayer. Landesanstalt fiir Landwirtschaft

Erndhrungswirtschaft

Results of a Dairy Pilot Audit in Bavaria Anton Kreitmeir

The project

= 56.000 dairy farms with 1.300.000 dairy-cows in Bavaria

= Milk is the major branch of production in Bavaria (28% of the ‘
production value of all in Bavarian farms)

= 25 % of Bavarian dairy-farms already join QM-Milch (up to
50 % estimated in 2005)

* 14.000 farms join Q&S (Qualitat und Sicherheit - Rindfleisch)
and GQ (Geprufte Qualitat — Bayern bei Rindfleisch)

— ' L.FL == Bayer. Landesanstalt fir Landwirtschaft

Ernshrungswirtschaft
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Handout N° 13, Anton Kreitmeir

Results of a Dairy Pilot Audit in Bavaria Anton Kreitmeir

Operation breakdown

1. Presentation of modules 1, 3 and 9 to the responsible farm
manager

2. Discussion about criterias between our department and the
responsibles for livestock husbandry (Mr. R. Hofler) and
safety (Mr. G. Gretz)

3. Pre-Audit by our department with afterwards identification of
major issues together with the management

4. Consultance on the major issues by the department

Collaborative discussion and review on specific and unsolved

problems with Dr. K. Mdller

6. Next step is an certification-audit by a cb within the next 4
months

£

— ‘ LfL == Bayer. Landesanstalt fiir Landwirtschaft

Erndhrungswirtschaft

Results of a Dairy Pilot Audit in Bavaria Anton Kreitmeir

Major issues spotted in the pre-audit
= Staff-trainings on health, safety and hygiene on food and work
are not implemented yet
= Documentations (VHP, health, safety and hygiene, written risk
assessment, ...) are not carried out yet or only managed
fractional
= Missing things according to the issues above:
— warning signs at hot spots (safety, hygiene, health, staff welfare)
— health and safety guides
— manufacturers data sheets
— contingency plan (loss of power, water, ...)
— staff training and training records
- field documentation

— documentation about maintenance and calibration from machines for chemical
substances

——] ' LfL = Bayer. Landesanstalt fiir Landwirtschaft

Ernshrungswirtschaft
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integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004’

Handout N° 13, Anton Kreitmeir

Results of a Dairy Pilot Audit in Bavaria Anton Kreitmeir

Solutions

= Safety training will be held in cooperation with consultance
from the agricultural accident prevention & insurance
association

= Written risk assessment will be created in cooperation with an
engineering consultant

= Food safety and hygiene records and instructions are getting
enlarged according to new laws (traceability!) The responsible
persons will hold employee trainings at regular intervals (1/2 hour weekly
during off-harvesting-time)

= QOther records have to be built up ‘

— e.g. manufaturers data sheets, calibration records, extended field
documentation

S— ' L.FL == Bayer. Landesanstalt fir Landwirtschaft

Erndhrungswirtschaft

The new stable (visitors wearing in-house hygiene protective clothing)

S— ‘ LfL == Bayer. Landesanstalt fiir Landwirtschaft

Erndhrungswirtschaft
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Handout N° 13, Anton Kreitmeir

Milking parlour and students (with in-house hygiene protective clothing)

— ‘ L.FL == Bayer. Landesanstalt fir Landwirtschaft

Ernéhrungswirtschaft

Electronic separation gates with compartments (iliness, insemination)

¥y :/{

— ’ Lf. L == Bayer. Landesanstalt fir Landwirtschaft

Ernshrungswirtschaft
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Handout N° 13, Anton Kreitmeir

Hygiene instructions in front of the milking parlour (students learn to milk)

b uter und Zitzén ﬂmwn
e Zitzen mit El E
it trocken abrei-
o Kuh ein Blatt. Das unterbricht
zuverld die Infektionskette von Euter
Zu Euten, ar die nasse Euterreinigung

m]ed’« Mclkuit eine Losung mit
Valet Euterwaschkonzentrat ansetzen.

We‘n&aud'ten,Emefundanen R A L b
Danach gut - gy
< e . =
kontrolliersn . b

© Gut  angerlistet ist halb gemolkeh -
Nuni etwa eine Minute lang das Euter
anristen - von Hand oder durch
einen Anristpulsator.
lﬂzrsofnd das Melkzeug ansetzen.

m— ’ LfL == Bayer. Landesanstalt fiir Landwirtschaft

Ernshrungswirtschaft

Grain silo management (traceability, records about field, amount, values)

S ' LfL == Bayer. Landesanstalt fiir Landwirtschaft

Ernshrungswirtschaft
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 13, Anton Kreitmeir

, Results of a Dairy Pilot Audit in Bavaria Anton Kreitmeir

Outstanding Questions:

= Very large documentation, especially for familiy farms (typical
in bavaria)

= Fractional a hard understandability (based on translation —
these problems will be solved by-and-by)

= Rather high costs compared to the present situation (dairy
companies ask for QM-Milch, which is not certificable but with
audits every three years, costs taken over by dairy companies)

= Many farms already join QM-Milch, Q&S, GQ — Bayern and in
case of mixed farming for example EurepGAP potatoes and/or
regional market programs — the need of harmonization to
economize costs is at an all time high

— ' Lf L = Bayer. Landesanstalt fir Landwirtschaft

Ernshrungswirtschaft

Results of a Dairy Pilot Audit in Bavaria Anton Kreitmeir

What is extra helpfully — a practitioner’s valuation

= Staff training to improve work quality and working conditions

» Records about machinery service and calibration

= Systematisation of quality management

= Documentation might be helpful for new standards (new
legislation)

= The total-farm-view can help to get better contexts between
livestock, tillage, food-safety and staff-health

— ' LfL = Bayer. Landesanstalt fir Landwirtschaft

Ernahrungswirtschaft
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Handout N° 13, Anton Kreitmeir

Results of a Dairy Pilot Audit in Bavaria Anton Kreitmeir

Conclusion

* Need of harmonization at least on the level of certification to
economize costs

e Harmonization also on the level of documentation to economize
efforts on working time (especially in — Bavarian typical - family
farms)

*Need of preprints to ease and lighten documentation (perhaps from
the CB themselves)

 IFA-documents have to get easier to understand (will solve by- ’
and-by)

* Overall many issues can be helpful instruments for practitioners

— ’ LfL == Bayer. Landesanstalt fir Landwirtschaft

Erndhrungswirtschaft

Results of a Dairy Pilot Audit in Bavaria Anton Kreitmeir
Forecast
= Qur department works on a detailled comparison between QM- .

Milch and EurepGAP IFA Dairy

= We plan to implement IFA Dairy in 10 Bavarian family-farms to
get solutions for this typical farms

= Further we are part of a German working group about a total
farm documentation system including documentations and
criterias of all relevant quality system

S— ' LfL == Bayer. Landesanstalt fiir Landwirtschaft

Ernshrungswirtschaft
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Results of a Dairy Pilot Audit in Bavaria Anton Kreitmeir

Advance notice:
first market forum

,»quality assurance and -management
in agriculture and food economy -

from variety to one scheme*
Landshut, Germany, 25th November 2004

Bavarian State Research Center for Agriculture,
Institute for Food-Economy and Market,
www.lfl.bayern.de

— ' L.FL = Bayer. Landesanstalt fir Landwirtschaft

Ernéhrungswirtschaft
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E U R E P GA P Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 14, Alfons Sagenmiiller

!
ropScience
Reduction of mycotoxins in cereals
through an
‘ Integrated Crop Management approach
Dr. Alfons Sagenmdiller
EUREPGAP — Integrated Farm Assurance Conference
,‘ Amsterdam, The Netherlands
f Noyember g - 107 2004
;:;% + Slide 1

Content

. e Whaf is Fusarium
> What does Fusarium affect
: What are Mycotoxins

‘?;,"'Whé‘tican be done in'the field - ICM

' ow can Bayer Qr'ovbScie’hcne help

5
Presentation + November 9, 2004 - Slide 2 Bayer CropScience
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Handout N° 14, Alfons Sagenmiiller

1 - What is Fusarium
General characteristics

:Fusanum head bllght an lmportant dlsease

most promment on cereals

A complex of several fungal pathogens V

- Can damage dn‘ferent parts of the plant
_such as the seeds, Ieaves and ears

Wlth a long period of potential infection : ’t ‘

“Can produce mycotoxins

% Presentation «+ November 9, 2004 - Slide 3 Bayer CropScience

1 - What is Fusarium
Fungal species associated with Fusarium head blight

Mycotoxin producers
Fusarium gramlnearum

. ‘“ ';st, g = . .
Fusarium culmoruny®- ﬁ Microdochium nivale

Non - mycotoxin producer

Bayer CropScience

¥ y SR %,
= Fusarium poae(
é Presentation = Nwemu
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Handout N° 14, Alfons Sagenmiiller

1 - What is Fusarium
Symptoms in wheat

Microdochium
nivale
- ear -

- Microdochium
g nivale
N - leaf -

Presentation - November 9, 2004 - Slide 5

Fusarium
graminearum
- ear -

Bayer CropScience

1 - What is Fusarium
Important factors influencing infection

. B Humidity and temperature

= Rain at flowering stage

&1 Disease pressure

Presentation + November 9, 2004 - Slide 6

Bayer CropScience

Bayer CropScience, Germany
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Handout N° 14, Aifons Sagenmiiller

1- What is Fusarium
Woridwide occurrence

T ]

Presentation + November 8, 2004 + Siide 7 Bayer CropScience

i

2 - What does Fusarium affect

O

yield and grain weight

O

food & feed quality
o baking performance

o pasta-cooking quality

2 malting and brewing performance
- o seed germination
E% Presentation « November 8, 2004 - Slide 8 Bayer CTOpSCiEﬂCE‘
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Handout N° 14, Alfons Sagenmiiller

2 — What does Fusarium affect

: Yield
+ 1% in infaction may lead to 1% yield loss

y Bread produced
P - } from Fusarium-infected
‘ > =8 wheat (above)

Bread produced
from uninfected
wheat (below)

Presentation * November 9, 2004 - Slide 9 Bayer CropScience

3 - Mycotoxins

Mycotoxins are metabolic products of fungi with known adverse effect

Presentation + November 9, 2004 + Slide 10 Bayer CropScience
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Handout N° 14, Alfons Sagenmiiller

3 - Mycotoxins
Regulatory aspects

< New regulation on mycotoxin concentrations
in Germany* as DON in pg/kg or ppb

* in wheat max 500
* in bakery: max 350
* in baby food : max 100

* valid since Feb 13, 2004. Transitional phase until Sep, 1st, 2005

< Regulation in Europe expected for 2005/6

3
Presentation - November 9, 2004 - Siide 11 Bayer CropScience

3 — Mycotoxins
Issues

< Establishment of maximum levels on European level

< Assessment of contamination in grain

< Storage, blending and traceability

< Allocation of costs

7
Presentation + November 9, 2004 + Siide 12 Bayer CropScience
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Handout N° 14, Alfons Sagenmiiller

PR

Content

*" Whatis Fusarium

7 “\What does Fusarium affect

i ~ What are Mycotoxins -

i Presentation + November 9, 2004 - Slide 13 Bayer CropScience
B

- Reducing the problems through ICM (Integrated Crop Management)

B location | crop- [ variety soi sowing § fertlizer growth | harvest | - storage
rotation preparation §  date regulator date

Being in line with EUREPGAP®principles;

EUREPGAP is a means of incorporating Integrated Pest Management
(IPM) and Integrated Crop Management (ICM) practices within the
framework of commercial agricultural production.

Adoption of IPM/ICM is regarded by EUREPGAP members as essential

for the long-term improvement and sustainability of agricultural
production.

« Slide 14

Bayer CropScience, Germany Page 7 of 12
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Handout N° 14, Alfons Sagenmiiller

4 — What can be done in the field

Main influences of agricultural practice on ear fusarioses

|

* crop rotation and soil ,cbltivation /tillage i a sy
_->(EUREPGAP *section 8.2.)

pev e

- > EUREPGAP CCM *section 8.1. |

ey

» choice of varieties:

« N-fertilisation - > EUREPGAP CCM *section 8.3. |

« fungicidal application -> EUREPGAP CCM *section 8.6.

*Combinable crops module draft 2005

Bayer CropScience

Presentation - November 9, 2004 - Slide 15

4 - What can be done in the field
Influence of soil preparation on mycotoxin levels in wheat

DON (ppb)
3000 ‘7
1000 wwm

0 . | = &

direct reduced ploughing
sowing tillage

Bayer CropScience

Presentation + November 9, 2004 - Slide 16

[
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Handout N° 14, Alfons Sagenmiiller

P TR P
I“.’-zﬁ'-qk“{i. mﬂf

4- What can be done in the field
Influence of crop rotation on mycotoxin levels in wheat

DON (ppb) o=
3000 Ppbiers = At
2000 . INTEGRATED =
% CROP
= ‘.y')AV\ANAGEMENvTi.
1000 S L5
0 | 7' ‘ ot

Presentation -

Pea Beet - e

Maize Wheat OSR

....Crops preceeding wheat

November 9, 2004 - Slide 17

Bayer CropScience

5 - How can Bayer CropScience help
Efficacy against Fusarium head blight in wheat

Untr

Presentation *

;&; n '

UK, France and Germany, 1999 — 2002
(18 trials)

. reduction of DON in %

70

60

50 7

40 7

20 1

10

Folicur’ prouney
W - et

gated

Bayer CropScience

November 9, 2004 -+ Slide 18
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EUREPGAP
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Handout N° 14, Alfons Sagenmiiller

5 - How can Bayer CropScience help
Timing of application

After the beginning of flowering
- the best timing for application’is - -
1-2 days after infection triggered by rain. .

Relative efficacy of Tebuconazole

Presentation « November 8, 2004 - Slide 19 Bayer CropScience
% 5 - How can Bayer CropScience help
Folicur and Proline efficacy against Fusarium in wheat
Artificial infection (without fungicide = 5443 pg/kg DON)
Reduction in % of DON &
70 i
4
60 - : L !
50 - 1 | LY
- 2 y i
40 - ; L g
7 > P4 (‘
30 -
urativ 7
10 ‘ ? : ,-?i:f
~ ‘ : 55 65. 35| a2 s
2 : @ TR
= B 3 -1 BBCHES +3 +5 , ";*.
= o ""‘*’lf"’\"-"'g@g@%- = PROL—’/N‘ée’ e NI PN -;:,[t’" b
%f'; Presentation - November . 2004 * Sl ot —— oo e, @ Bayer CropScience

Bayer CropScience, Germany
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EUREPGAP
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Handout N° 14, Alfons Sagenmiiller

6 - Conclusions

R

/ The occurence of Fusarium head bllght can be reduced

through an ICM approach
“fo a’large extent through crop rotatnon vanety ch01ce
adequate son preparatlon A B

Funglcnde treatment is part of the solution in an IPM

approach takmg into account
»Good prognosis
Appropriate timing of apphcatlon
2l Appropnate application technique

Bayer CropScience

Presentation « November 8, 2004 + Slide 21

6 — Conclusion

* ‘Fungicides, especially Proline and Folicur
 control all important Fusarium species

~ Mycotoxin contamination can be reduced by 50 - 60 % in '
_average

Folicur’
PROLIN 0

ENHANCED PEHFORMANCE

Bayer CropScience

Presentation + November 9, 2004 + Slide 22
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Handout N° 14, Alfons Sagenmiiller

- Slide 23

Thank you very much for your kind attention.

Bayer CropScience

i s = ~ ~e £7
¥ E e mpbpy e v g rd e
H 2T B o=l YRITEY
Ur Farthner 1or Growmn

Bayer CropScience, Germany
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Handout N° 15, Johan den Hartog

Interfaces between
Feed and Food Safety Assurance

Product Board Animal Feed, The Netherlands
Johan den Hartog | Secretary-General

EUREPGAP Conference
Amsterdam, November 2004

Content

. |, Current GMP+ scheme Animal Feed

. International developments Feed & Food
Safety Assurance

lll. Possible interconnections GMP* and

EUREPGAP

GMP+, The Netherlands Page 1 of 8
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Handout N° 15, Johan den Hartog

|. Current GMP*tscheme Animal Feed
Main aspects

spiepuels 1onpold
UOIEIIUNWIWOY) SISUY

S1u[od [043U09 lab]wo s[si;ggljpﬁ?éﬁ_ HEtE

s|euaIRIAl Pad4 JUBWISSASSY YsIY dseqeieq
saouelsqng ajqensapun sisAjeuy aseqeleq

|. Current GMP*scheme Animal Feed
Characteristics after redesign

Structure of and management .
requirements according ISO 9001:2000

HACCP ~Codex, Principles of Food
Hygiene, CAC/RCP 1999

Additional generic control measures (pre-
requisite programs)

Contains all elements of General Food
Law (HACCP, T&T, recall)

Covers whole feed chain from
cultivation till feeding and all [
stages in between

0o 0o 0o o O

-
//

@, &/

%, 4
Deup . S

GMP+, The Netherlands Page 2 of 8
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Handout N° 15, Johan den Hartog

|. Current GMP+scheme Animal Feed
Characteristics after redesign

QO Third party certification (accreditation
according EN 45011) by independent
certification bodies

O Harmonisation / technical training auditors

/ uniform certification criteria, etc
O Supporting activities: databases

1. Analytical results

2. Risk assessments feed materials

3. Early warning system

4, Crisis communication

5. Companies / certification bodies
Q Benchmark procedure for

acceptance other feed standards / :
schemes

Number of participants of the GMP scheme, specified by country Aigiitis 15
Australia 1
Denmark Austria o
Neihariad 14 Belgium 183
ietherlands BU'IV‘B 1
1803 |11omaY ! Brazil n3
Sweden 3 Canada 4
| Poland 15 gz'nn;anlslands ;
[} Croatia 1
i Czech Republic 5
Canada + | |Finland Denmark 15
4 | ] Estonia 5
Scotland 1—=, | ¢ . _Esonas Finland 3
Northern Irsland 1— * 4 | [T Germany 1945 me s :gg \

weland 17 © UK | __° ! _———Czech Republic 3 ormany
e 23; 7 i Slovakia 18 Greece !
Belgium 185-— — e °"°Aj — Hungary 19 Hungary 2
i -~ France 101— / ° stria Indonesia 32
United States Luxembouig 1 . Slovenia 1 Bt Iran 2
Spain 12 haly e —Croatia 1 hilippines 15— Ireland 17
9 1 «—Turkey2 Isragl 1
| Iran 2 China Ital 9

it | . Y

s MMG begy el Pekisana2 1 Luxembourg 10
== Malaysia 46
Mauritius 1
Netheriands 1.857
Cayman Thailand 31 New Zealand 5
Islands Norhern irelend 1

1 Norway
Malaysia 44 Pakistan 12
Paraguay 1
Peru 8
Singapore 1 Philippines 15
Indonesia 30 Poland 15
Scotland 1
Peru Singapore 1
8 Slovakia 22
Mauritius Slovenia 1
i South Africa 1

Bolivia 1 :

Australia  Spoin L
Paraguay 1 South 1 Swedan 3
Affica Switzerland €
Urugay 6 Thailsnd 33
Turkey 2
i Nevw; Zealand United Kingdom » 26
Arg;:hna 5 T United States 159

Uruguay
08-11-04 Total 5.025

GMP+, The Netherlands Page 3 of 8
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Handout N° 15, Johan den Hartog

Il. International developments
General

International initiatives feed and food safety
assurance:

O Feed & Food Safety Assurance initiatives

O EU feed and food hygiene regulation

Il. International developments
Feed / food safety assurance initiatives

O EUREPGAP Integrated Farm Assurance .

d BRC

O Qualitat und Sicherheit

O Global Food Safety Initiative

0 GMP+ scheme Animal Feed

a ovoCOM

O AIC / UKUSTA

Q International Feed Safety Alliance

Q European Feed manufacturers
code - FEFAC

GMP+, The Netherlands Page 4 of 8
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Handout N° 15, Johan den Hartog

Il. International developments
International Feed Safety Alliance: IFSA

f HHHIN
F==  Dvocom =4

Qualitat und Sicherheit

Productschap Diervoeder

Il. International developments
IFSA

The IFSA brings together feed assurance
system experts with the aim of:

Setting up a common safety assurance
standard for the supply of feed ingredients
internationally (including rules of certification)

GMP+, The Netherlands Page 5 of 8
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Handout N° 15, Johan den Hartog

Il. International developments
FEFAC

Fefac published:

European Feed Manufacturers Code
(EFMC)

as guideline to support harmonized
application of safety assurance
in the compound feed industry
in EU member states, including
Application of IFSA feed
ingredient standard

Il. International developments
EU regulation

EU Feed Hygiene Regulation (based on the
European Food Law):

O Requires a mandatory HACCP bask risk
analysis as part of a own-control system
implemented, excluding home-mixing

O Encourages the development of voluntary
code of good practice for all feed
businesses

GMP+, The Netherlands Page 6 of 8
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paasaanai

lI. Interconnections Feed - EUREPGAP
General

O Feed assurance indispensable part of IFA

O Avoiding duplication of current feed safety
assurance systems

O Promoting development of international
co-operation and international
harmonisation regarding feed safety

assurance
. O Keep open possibility to co-operate with other
(inter)national farm assurance schemes
1 Using present infra-structure and expertise

EUREPGAP

lIl. Interconnections Feed - EUREPGAP
Proposal to link schemes

. O Accept IFSA and its partners as
important schemes owners as (highest)
reference and its benchmark
procedure (after review)

0 Participation of EUREPGAP in IFSA
expert committee

O Participation of IFSA in EUREPGAP
expert or steering committee

O For co-ordination: joint working group

EUREPGAP

GMP+, The Netherlands Page 7 of 8
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Handout N° 15, Johan den Hartog

lll. Connections GMP+ - EUREPGAP
Proposal to link schemes

Actions:

O Get green light of boards of both
organisations (1-1-2005)

O Establish Joint working group

O Carry out a review and

O Appoint members of steering / expert

groups '
O Finale agreement: 1 October 2005

EUREPGAP

GMP+, The Netherlands Page 8 of 8




integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 16, Dr. Friedrich Liideke

Legal requirements for Farmers .

The farmer is :

 Part of the EU farm to table policy

» Food business operator

Responsible for complying with legislation

Responsible for traceability

°

Liable for his products

Marketing <& Gesellschaft

for niederséchsische Agrarprodukte e. V.

Marketinggesellschaft fiir niederséchsische Agrarprodukte, Germany Page 1 of 11
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Handout N° 16, Dr. Friedrich Liideke

Safety

Freedom from unacceptable risk of harm

DIN EN 45020:1994

State in which the risk of harm (to persons)
or damage is limited to an acceptable level

DIN EN ISO 8402:1995

Marketing a2 Gesellschatt

fir niedersachsische Agrarprodukte e. V.

Lower Saxony

Marketing et Gesellschaft

for niedersdchsische Agrarprodukte e. V.

Marketinggesellschaft fiir niedersédchsische Agrarprodukte, Germany Page 2 of 11
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Handout N° 16, Dr. Friedrich Liideke

Lower Saxony:

Arable total 1.805.000 ha
Cereals total 1.060.000 ha
Winter Wheat 400.000 ha
Winter Barlay 200.000 ha
Potatoes 123.000 ha
Sugar Beet 117.000 ha

Marketng oy Geselschok

Lower Saxony:

- Highest milling capacity in Germany

 Mills audited suppliers (traders) via a
Consulting Company

 Traders are “encouraged” by the
mills to audit their suppliers (farmers)

Marketing s Gesellschaft

Agrarprodukte e.

Marketinggesellschaft fiir niedersédchsische Agrarprodukte, Germany Page 3 of 11
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Handout N° 16, Dr. Friedrich Liideke

Project:

Quality Assurance Combinable Crops

» Farmer Co-operative with 12
members

= Farm size from 300 ha to 1.300 ha PN

Marketing e Gesellschaft

fir nieders&chsische Agrarprodukte e. V.

Project:

Quality Assurance Combinable Crops

Steps:

= |ntroduction to Standard

Standard, Forms, Legislation, etc. on CD

Pre-Audit on one farm for all members

3-4 hours consulting on each farm

Certification Audit

Marketing &us Geselschaft

fir niederséchsische Agrarprodukte e. V.

Marketinggesellschaft fir niedersédchsische Agrarprodukte, Germany Page 4 of 11
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Handout N° 16, Dr. Friedrich Liideke

Project:

Quality Assurance Combinable Crops

Problems:

New Standard

= Farmers skeptical about necessity of IFA

First time (legal) requirements are checked

First audit for the farmer

Markefing s Gesellschaft

for niedersdchsische Agrarprodukte e. V.

Project:

Quality Assurance for Combinable Crops

Situation on the Farms:

= Records with most information available

= Plant Protection Storage to be improved

= Signs and First Aid information to be
introduced

= Self inspection: a new procedure

Marketing e Gesellschaft

for niedersdchsische Agrarprodukte e. V.

Marketinggesellschaft fiir niedersdachsische Agrarprodukte, Germany Page 5 of 11
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Handout N° 16, Dr. Friedrich Liideke

,,Visual assessment and staff to
demonstrate awareness.*

Marketinggesellschaft fiir niedersdachsische Agrarprodukte, Germany Page 6 of 11
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Handout N° 16, Dr. Friedrich Liideke

Plant
Protection
Product Store:

- sound
- secure
- frost resistant
- fire resistant

Marketing s Gesellschaft

for niedersdchsische Agrarprodukte e. V.

Marketinggesellschaft fiir niedersdchsische Agrarprodukte, Germany Page 7 of 11
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Handout N° 16, Dr. Friedrich Liideke

Plant
Protection
Product Store:

- sound
- secure
- frost resistant
- fire resistant

Marketing <& Gesellschaft

for niedersachsische Agrarprodukte e. V.

Plant Protection
Product Store:

- well lit
- away from other
materials

- shelves made of
non-absorbent
materials.....

Marketing s Gesellschaft

fir nieders&chsische Agrarprodukte e. V.

Marketinggesellschaft fiir niedersédchsische Agrarprodukte, Germany Page 8 of 11
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Handout N° 16, Dr. Friedrich Liideke

. integrated |

e s

| ,,Flrst aid boxes must be present at aII
4 SlteS and in the V|cm|ty of fieldwork.*

e

,,Is aII health and safety mformétlon
prowded [ e

Marketinggesellschaft fiir niedersdchsische Agrarprodukte, Germany Page 9 of 11
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Handout N° 16, Dr. Friedrich Liideke

Action must be taken to prevent bird, rode
and domestic animal entry to all grain store.”

The }é\\lvard:‘Certificates presented by the
Lower Saxsonian Minister of Agriculture

Marketinggesellschaft fiir niedersdchsische Agrarprodukte, Germany Page 10 of 11
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Handout N° 16, Dr. Friedrich Liideke

General Situation and Outiook

Around 20 Certificates IFA
Combinable Crops in Germany

Mills are looking very closly at IFA

Sugar Industry is looking very closly at IFA

One audit for all farm products is the
future

Marketing s Gesellschaft

" Dr. Friedrich Liideke

1 Marketinggesellschaft fiir niedersachsische Agrarprodukte e.V.

Hohenzollern Strasse 23
D-30161 Hannover
Tel. ++ 49 — 511 — 34 879 67
Fax ++ 49 — 511 — 34 57 68

Marketinggesellschaft fiir niedersdchsische Agrarprodukte, Germany Page 11 of 11
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Handout N° 17, Kate Pfennig

“Quality Assurance for
wheat farmers: i nmﬂg the
Nortn Dakota Perspective

to EurepGAP”

Who am 1?7

s Catherine Pfennig — Kate

s Co-Owner with my husband of
KAP Custom Ag Services,
Driscoll, ND, USA

= We have an agronomy centre that offers
« Contract spraying
u Contract fertilizer spreading
a Retail of agricultural inputs

a Consulting using Intensive Crop Management on
s Wheat, Barley, Soybeans, Corn

2 Wife and mother to 2 young boys 6 & 3 years old

KAP Custom Ag Services, North Dakota, USA Page 1 of 8
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Handout N° 17, Kate Pfennig

WHY MEY

= Have an Ag & Horticultural background from NZ,
which depends heavily on export
s My grandfather farmed after returning from
1 till his retirement

s Attended Lincoln University

s Extensively traveled as a young person in my
twenties

s Came to the US in 1994 on holiday and met my
now husband

= We married

= Invested in his business, personally and financially ‘

s Now try to keep it on the cutting edge of the industry

= Passionate about our future, the children's and future of the
Ag industry.

= So I look into the box from outside.

So Quallity Assurance

= Is the North Dakota Farmer Ready for
EurepGAP?

KAP Custom Ag Services, North Dakota, USA Page 2 of 8
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Handout N° 17, Kate Pfennig

The quick answer
NO North Dakota farmers are not ready
for EurepGAP

s Quick response to how to motivate

$$$$

If only it was all that simple

m It can be that simple but here are some of the
points to understand about ND farmers.

= ND farmers believe & the consumer believe they

already have the safest food supply in the world!
s EPA
m AG Dept
= Health Dept
s Food inspectors

= Right or wrong the USDA has done an excellent
spin doctor effort on the public, that QA is
already here, i.e.

a Mad Cow — came from Canada, so not a USA problem, a
Canadian problem, US solution close the border.

KAP Custom Ag Services, North Dakota, USA Page 3 of 8




Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004 °

Handout N° 17, Kate Pfennig

= Rural attitudes towards mandated regulations

are often not well received.
= Freedom to think, act on the move is done with pride
= Their own judge and jury

w Officials are treated with suspicion

= Regulations prevent efficiency & common sense in an effort to
protect ourselves from ourselves

= Law suits are rife in the US

= And yet, farmers will however, farm the government programs,
often better than their own farms

= The US has a competitive advantage by the
shear volume of its crop, thus keeping the cost ’
of production & transportation low.

QA potentially negates this competitive edge.

Responses from farmers | talked to
about QA

= Why has the US in particular not been ®
asked or encouraged to participate, as
much as other countries, Mexico etc

= We don't export to Europe anyway
m Europe doesn't like GMO so can’t export

= Know it needs to be addressed but don't
have any idea what to do, when we did
test for a QA readiness, we failed
miserably

KAP Custom Ag Services, North Dakota, USA Page 4 of 8
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Handout N° 17, Kate Pfennig

= Don't feel anything will be done until the
issue is forced

= We are too distracted with the issue of
GMO wheat at the moment, not even
looking at the issue of QA

= Not a domestic concern as the US
economy is so big it feels it doesn’t have
to export

s We need to watch that the industry
doesn’t become over regulated and drive
farmers away.

A capitalistic economy

= Our farmers are less motivated by social
and consumer issues than Europe and
more by the price they will receive for
their crop.

= Also their exposure to liability i.e. lawsuits

s It all comes down to price and
dependability of market

KAP Custom Ag Services, North Dakota, USA Page 5 of 8
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Handout N° 17, Kate Pfennig

On the topic of price

There are direct new costs to the ND farmer if
the EurepGAP protocols are implemented, some
voluntary, others to meet protocols such as,

= Liability Insurance

= Analysis of organic fertilizers (8.3.2.3)

= Analysis of heavy metals and contaminants (8.3.2.4)
= Annual testing for leaching into groundwater (8.3.2.5)
= Annual verification of fertilizer calibration (8.3.3.1)

= Risk assessment of organic fertilizers (8.3.5.1)

= Cost of the inspectors (8.6.4.2) ’
= Keeping the crop segregated for export
= And of course the paperwork.

s WHO WILL PAY OR ABSORB THESE COSTS?

Examples of what the media is reporting in Ag Magazines

KAP Custom Ag Services, North Dakota, USA Page 6 of 8
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Handout N° 17, Kate Pfennig

ND Shoppers Unaware : ! ol .
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Handout N° 17, Kate Pfennig

In Conclusion

u There is a huge lack of accurate information
available to the farmer and public

= The farmers are willing to participate in the
EurepGAP protocols so long as they are
compensated for their efforts

s A delegation to ND to explain and promote the
concept with concrete proposals

= The specifications needed for the crop
= Expectation of protocols

= Transportation information .
= Contracts to secure the supply of crop.

» The concept and motivation behind EurepGAP
are excellent and just need to be fine tuned.

KAP Custom Ag Services, North Dakota, USA Page 8 of 8
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Handout N° 18, Statements Session B

 EUREPGAP

Parallel SessionB

Abhievements and Challenges towards global
harmonization of farm assurance schemes: sharing
first experience for implementation

- EUREPGAP

ds: Henrik Baekstrom, Denmark

* We do welcome the EurepGAP initiative to make a global farm
assurance. As a global exporter it has been the Danish model for the last
10 years to focus on all aspects of the meat production and in that way
meet the requirements of the global market

. Bemg part of and integrated supply chain we do beheve that the IFA is
one of the best ways forward to provide a level playing field for farming
on various continents.

e  With mére_,;xhan 10 years of experience working with Quality Assurance

in an lntégrated supply chain we do believe that this is the model to
produce safe food that in a transparent way — from stable to table.

ence we participate actively in the EurepGAP IFA
o be prepared for a market requirement to benchmark

national schemes.

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 1 of 5
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Handout N° 18, Statements Session B

EUREPGAP

IKB: Hans Schouwenburg, The Netherlands

* The Dutch Product Board for Livestock, Meat and Eggs is actively
involved in the EurepGAP IFA committees because we want to contribute
to a global harmonisation of quality assurance standards from farm to
fork. Farm assurance standards are an important part thereof.

* We are ready to stimulate the international benchmark and accept
EurepGAP as an international platform for harmonisation of farn
assurance standards.

+ IKB Pig and IKB Poultry is willing to enter into the benchmarking
~ process with EurepGAP IFA under the following prerequisites: .

there must be a clear support from retail EU-wide for the standards
our industry stakeholders must support the IFA content

EurepGAP IFA standards must also apply in full to non-EU producers
a good integration with QA-systems in other parts of the chain have

to be _developed

VvV VYV

EUREPGAP
VLAM Marleen Daenen, Belglum

* The different quality systems that are created under the auspices of ‘
VLAM will support a international recognized standard if a commercial
demand for this standard exists in the market and if itis required by our
customers.

* The Certus IKB system for pork will orientate his strategy according to
the demands of the internal market and export markets. Because 60% of
the Belgian pork is exported abroad the demands of our foreign
customers are of great importance to us.

¢ In this light, Belpork fully supports the aim to benchmark the existing
national quality standards for pork and to work together towards a
European of international comparable structure, norms, inspection and
certification of each quality system. This is why we are involved in the
EMA (European Meat alliance ) and EUREPGAP working groups.

* Belpork {cwner and certification body of the belgian quality standard for
pork) has already shown his flexibility to change and adapt his system to
__customers demand in the past. This has resulted that Certus is a quality
_standard with requirements for food safety, animal welfare but also a
_ better intrinsic meat quality. Therefore Certus can fullf:lI the high
demands of the Belgian retailers. g . .

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 2 of 5
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Handout N° 18, Statements Session B

EUREPGAP

BordBia: John Keane, Rep. of Ireléﬁd

+ Bord Bia-lrish Food Board has been active in developing and operating
quality assurance programmes in the meat, egg, and horticultural
sectors in recent years. Currently a number of schemes are being
operated to the EN45011 standard and we are currently working towards
achieving EN45011 accreditation for all our schemes. Bord Bia, under the
Quality Assurance Governing Board is an accredited certification body in
its own right

= Bord Bia has participated in the development of the EurepGAP standards
through our involvement in the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC).

*  We see EurepGAP as a useful initiative that will enhance production
standards at farm level and will enable Farm Assurance standards to be
compared and benchmarked worldwide.

EUREPGAP
AFS: David Clarke, UK

— accredited, product certification schemes in all production sectors
— most UK production comes from assured producers.
« Welcome a system which will allow others to begin the same journey.
— But, how does it relate to established programmes?
» Does ‘Harmonisation’ = Rounding down? .
— take established standards backwards
— ‘benchmarking’ is NOT ‘mutual recognition’
ndard or focus on local requirements?

along the cham"
its before & after farm e.g. feed, transport, contractors, etc.

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 3 of 5
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EUREPGAP

CBL: Marc Jansen, The Netherlands (1)

e Dutch retailers want to work with harmonized standards worldwide. The
benchmark standards for EurepGAP IFA is the instrument we want to
- work with.

* We recognize that EurepGAP IFA is focused on the farm and does not
comprise the whole chain. For the different parts of the chain we demand
the post farm-gate standards that are recognized by GFSI.

* For the links between standards in the chain we have to find solutions
but this should not pollute the discussion of EurepGAP IFA. The example
is that Dutch retailers want animal transport to be covered by a
certificate. Exchange of information between standards in the chain has
to be done on a pre-competitive base and that needs an open mind of
standard owners. .

 EUREPGAP

CBL: Marc Jansen, The Netherlaﬁds (2)

* Dutch retailers do not want the discussion of consumer labels of ‘
EurepGAP. Labelling is marketing and therefore a matter of private
businesses. Local standards with a positive EurepGAP benchmark can

not claim the logo to be adopted.

The time table of introduction has to be discussed within CBL.
Benchmarking is more easy to do than certifying 30000 farmers so by the
end of 2005 this process might be completed.

 If necessary CBL can facilitate harmonisation meetings between CB's.

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 4 of 5
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EUREPGAP

Q&S: Marc Rutten, Germany

QS supports the harmonisation of quality assurance schemes
e A ciose co-operation of national standards would be very useful

. QS is willing to make international agreements with our international
partners on the basis of the EMA criteria

e A q'uality» system over all stages of production based on the EMA criteria
can be a role model in Europe

= We are open to discuss principles of national farm assurance schemes
with EurepGAP.

 EUREPGAP

Metro: Hans-Juergen Matern, Germany

EurepGAP is the platform for us for global harmonisation of pre farm
gate standards

. I(Fs (and BRC) is our standard(s) for post farm gate

o National schemes like Q&S are the back-bone of a vertically integrated
QA  System throughout the supply chain. They must use the knowledge
of the market including the international standards like EurepGAP and
IFS.

o Metro prefers an internationally harmonised QA System, and we are
engaged in these activities, but if there is no possibility to achieve an
'mternatmnally harmonised approach in a short term, we are committed
1o lmplement our own Metro system. .

. We take care of our responsibilities on store level and partncxpate in third
_ party certification systems in our distribution centres and retail outlets.

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 5 of 5
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Handout N° 18, Statements Session B

EUREPGAP

REWE: Guido Siebenmorgen, Germany

EurepGAP is the basis for globally harmonised farm assurance
standards also for REWE -

The owners of national schemes like Q&S, IKB, ds, Certus etc. must get
together on existing platforms like EurepGAP and agree on terms of
harmonisation and mutual recognition in order to reduce duplication of
audits and conflicts on farmer level

- REWE needs a pre-farm gate and post-farm gate integrated system that
goes beyond any existing open scheme of today, which must include
processed meats and sausages.

* Such a scheme should be built on a European platform integrating
schemes like Q&S, KAT, IKB etc.

* Content of such a scheme should cover recipe control, product integrity

 (safety, dec!aratlon of content, special makings), and traceablllty based

~on mput-output analysis
v

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 6 of 5
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Handout N° 18, Gosse Smid

Healthy Animals Supply Safe Food

Gosse Smid
Elanco Animal Health

EJANCO
EUREPGAP IANGE

In the Business of Delivering Health

T2

Providing Providing
Human Health Animal Health

[

Lilly :  Provide research-based innovation to enable people to live
longer, healthier, and more active lives.

Elanco: Provide research-base innovation to foster animal heglth.a# |
food safety EJANCO

Eli Lilly And Company (Elanco)

3-11-04

Elanco, The Netherlands Page 1 of 8
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Elanco is a major player in Food Animals

2000 Food Animal and Companion Animal, Sales by Company -

l:l Companion Animal Revenues
Food Animal Revenues

1AN )
-
| ANIMAL HEALTH

Merial Pfizer Intervet Bayer  Ft. Dodge Elanco  Novartis

f88. Wood Mackenzie

3-11-04

The Food Chain

Listen
I
I NGO
f .
| Integrators | <« , Media
r Opinion
Production <« m leaders
T~ ?
[Veterinarians| <] _Feedmills | < -
i1 t
o
ELANCO dn ¥
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 19, Gosse Smid

Consumer® and retailers concerns on meat

EJANCO

ANIMAL HEALTH

* Consumer focus groups 2001/2003
3-11-04

Animal Health in Food Animals

=  Why need for antibiotics in Animal Health for food animals? *
= Treat and control disease
Stop the progression of the disease, arrest a disease
Reducing or eliminating pathogens improves food safety and food quality. Healthy
animals supply safe food.
Animal Welfare: Healthy animals are more comfortable animals

EJANCO

ANIMAL HEALTH

* Responsible Use of Medicines in Animals Alliance (RUMA). Responsible Use of Anti i

February 1999
** Russell SM. The Effect of airsacculitis on bird weights, uni.
of Campylobacter spp and Escherichia coli. Poultry Science 2003; 82:1326-1331.

T 3-11-04
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Handout N° 19, Gosse Smid

Residues 2 separate issues

¢ Licenced products
* A MRL has to be established
= Residues have to stay under the MRL

Non licensed products should not be used
* All detected residues are unacceptable
= LOD is critical
= Example: Nitrofurans, Chloramphenicol etc.

EJANCO

ANIMAL HEALTH

3-11-04

Residues and MRL
T |
—
Tissue Daily
<ol on
i i
Muscle 300g
Liver 100g
Kidney log
Skin/Fat 90g
Consumer Basket

NOAEL

3-11-04
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Public Concern and Perceptions
9

ggg»m»ﬁ »m ‘

« Antibiotics may select for resistant bacteria in the intestine of the animal.
« Meat may get contaminated with intestinal bacteria.
» Resistant bacteria may be transferred to humans by eating contaminated food.

3-11-04

Judicious Use

Goal of Judicious use guidelines:

Maximise Animal Health while minimizing selection for resistant bacteria *

<

- Early intervention with narrow/limited
- Diagnosis spectrum:
« Stop progression of the disease

- Use targeted spectrum
- Intervene to preclude the need for

- Evaluation broad spectrum later
«American Veterinary Medical Association. Judicious Th ic Use of Antimicrobials. Approved bythe Executive Board, Noy ‘";‘-’LANCO
1998. 3
«Responsible Use of Medicines in Animals Alliance (RUMA). ible Use of Anti-microbials in Pig P ion. February 19 i e R
«World Health Organization. WHO global principles for the i of antimicrobi; i in animals intended for food.

S of a WHO Consultation, June 2000.
" * Office Intenational des Epizooties. Terrestrial Animal Health Code — 2003. Appendix 3.9.3: Guidelines for the responsible and

. prudent use of antimicrobial agents in veterinary medicine.
- **Philips, I, €iseWwéll, M, Cox, T, et al. Does the use of antibiotics in food animals pose a risk to human health? A g
~ published data. J Antimicrob Chemo 2004; 53:28-52

Elanco, The Netherlands Page 5 of 8
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Healthy Animals supply Safe Food

- S Sy—— - 11

Results of a recent study demonstrated that the absence of airsacculitis in flocks of
chickens (when compared to the presence of airsacculitis in comparable flocks) at the
time of slaughter resulted in less variability in the weight of the birds, fewer torn
digestive tracts, less fecal contamination of the carcasses, and fewer Campylobacter
spp recovered from the carcasses *

ANIMAL HEALTH

* Russell SM. The Effect of airsacculitis on bird weights, uni ity, fecal
C lob spp and ichia coli. Poultry Science 2003; 82:1326-1331.

3-11-04

AB strategies and associated consequences

- Reduction

Confirm bad practice

Welfare risk

Risk of contaminated
meat

Continuous crisis

L management |

Risk of crisis

Elanco, The Netherlands Page 6 of 8
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Manage and control
| pe W

What are you doing ?
Why are you doing it ? TI'USt

Who is responsible ?

Transparency

imal Health Policiq@ =

Anima
How does an AH policy create value ?

|

3 14 ','

ANIMAL
HEALTH ANIMAL HEALTH
FOOD &SAFETY

PROTECT
YOUR BRAND POLICY

‘@

EJANCO

ANIMAL HEALTH

. MARKS&
L SPENCER

COMMUNICATION TO MEDIA
AND CONSUMER GROUPS

3-11-04
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Summary antibiotics and food safety

15

As an industry we need to address the key concerns in the food chain

Residues: Establish MRL
= All residues under MRL are safe

Resistance transfer: Precision Therapy
= Judicious use guidelines
= Diagnose
= Treat targeted spectrum antibiotics
= Evaluate

Brand Protection
= Animal Health policies to create trust and transparency

3-11-04

EIANCO

ANIMAL HEALTH.

Elanco, The Netherlands
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 21, Erwin Roetert-Steenbruggen

Why EUREPGAP
Integrated Aquaculture Assurance
(I1AA)?

Erwin Roetert
Expert Committee Member
for EUREPGAP

Amsterdam

10th of November 2004
"’ﬁ

EUREPGAP

www.eurep.org

Why EUREPGAP s&aindards for IAA’?

& H'story of tbe Standards
,,,_Ba;:kground
Wéb'stainable Aquaculture
Conclusions
Objectives
Contents of the Standard
Present Status of the Standards

ga-sense, The Netherlands Page 1 of 7




Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 21, Erwin Roetert-Steenbruggen

Www.eurep.org

History of EUREPGAP in
Aquaculture standards

1999. EUREPGAP hosting meetings for
Aquaculture standard

2001. EUREPGAP participates in Dutch
research subsidy project for salmon
products

2003. EUREPGAP decides to add Aquaculture
standards (announced Madrid
Conference)to their program .

2004. EUREPGAP IAA and Salmonoid
Standard ready for publication

I O

EUREPGAP

Global Background

Global production of seafood (1950 - 2025) (1,00mt)

250,000 ]
200,000 l
150,000 1

100,000 r"‘(‘(‘

50,000 1

o B

1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010E 2020F

#0050 Wild catch I Aquaculture —#k— World population (br) (rhs)

Source Nutreco/AquaVision2004
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qa-sense, The Netherlands Page 2 of 7




Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 21, Erwin Roetert-Steenbruggen

s
= IDE L,;"‘:\_J
.hf'tsk‘y: s‘@ Ry

www.eurep.org

Global Background(2)
Obvious that:

« Seafood is an important source of food
 Future asks for Sustainable Aquaculture

I O 2

EUREPGAP

WwWw.eurep.org

Sustainable Aquaéut\ﬁ}'ré(v‘{).' |

Sustainability will be achleved nfgnexf issues will be

addressed o

*..  Health and Safety Issues

«  Environmental impact (Biodiversity, Predator
protection, waste discharge

. Sustainability of fish feed.

. Animal welfare, (way of stunning, density,
harvesting methods, and treatments)

. Social issues (e.g. labour safety, working
hours )

“ S L

qa-sense, The Netherlands | Page 3 of 7



i I Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 21, Erwin Roetert-Steenbruggen

Www.eurep.org

Sustainable Aguaculture(2)
The best way to address these issues

- To have common standards in place general
supported by all stakeholders.

. To create a platform for best practise
discussions in order to set realistic aspiration

levels. .

<ML PR 2 O

EUREPGAP

WWW eurep.org

Why EUREPGAP
lntegrated Aquaculture Assurance (IAA)? #

| ‘Conclusions:

There is an urgent need for a standard to assure
sustainable aquaculture

EUREPGAP will be the ideal platform where
Producers, Retailers and NGO’s meet each

other in mapping out a route to the future in

sustainable aquaculture production

© 2004

ga-sense, The Netherlands Page 4 of 7




Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 21, Erwin Roetert-Steenbruggen

WWW.eurep.org

Obijectives of the IAA Standard

 To facilitate mutual recognition through
transparent benchmarking.

* To boost world-wide participation in
aquaculture farm assurance.

* To encourage continuous improvement.

* To provide performance and integrity
measurement for assurance schemes (e.g.
certification, accreditation).

* To have modules based on sound and realistic

best practises.
W S L2 B

EUREPGAP

WWW.eurep.org

Contents of the IAA Standards

1.0 Base Module for Aquaculture .

1.1 Staff 2

1.2 Legislative Framework

1.3 Management of Production sites, Land, Buildings and
Facilities -

1.4 Fish Welfare, Management and Husbandry

1.5 Machinery and Equipment

1.6 Environmental Management and Husbandry

1.7 Fresh Water

1.8 Sea Water

1.9 Record keeping and Internal Self-Inspection

1.10 Complaint Form

1.11 Sampling and testing techni

ga-sense, The Netherlands Page 5 of 7
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; \ /A Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 21, Erwin Roetert-Steenbruggen

Www.eurep.org

Present Status of the Standards

= Available All Farm + Salmonoid Modules
= All-Farm and Salmonoid modules have
been finished for Publication
= But “Itis not a cleared job!”
* New TSC participants will be very welcome
= Open for improvements to be addressed in and

to the TSC.
= New Modules need to be developed ‘
* Next TSC meeting will be planned in January
2005
qa-sense, The Netherlands Page 7 of 7




integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 22, Aldin Hilbrands

IAA Pilot Audit Results
* On-Farm & Chain-of-Custody

EUREPGAP IFA Conference — Amsterdam 09 & 10 November 2004
by Aldin Hilbrands (M.Sc.) — Global Food Technical Sales Manager

WHEN YOU NEED TO BE SURE m

|
_Sﬁ_s_ Supply Chain of Farmed Salmon

SGS, The Netherlands Page 1 of 4



Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 22, Aldin Hilbrands

& Wi Goals

B Assess auditability of two new EUREPGAP standards:
e Integrated Aquaculture Assurance (IAA) for salmon farming

e Chain of Custody (CoC) for salmon processing assuring
traceability from farm to end-consumer (retail store)

B |dentify overlapping criteria in standards and find cost-effective
auditing solutions for aquaculture operations with multiple farming
sites

B Measure compliance of Fjord Seafood salmon farms (UK & ‘
Norway) and Fjord Seafood Pieters (Belgium) with these
standards

|
ASEQ, Methodology

B Audit selected farming sites in Scotland & Norway (freshwater .
and seawater) against IAA salmon farming standard

“ M Audit selected processing site in Belgium against Chain of
Custody standard

SGS, The Netherlands Page 2 of 4




Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 22, Aldin Hilbrands

Results

=

Subjective / overlapping criteria in 1AA farming standard were
modified / taken out after pilot audits

IAA Standard was refined further by consultation with WWF, SQS
and other industry members (Marine Harvest, Stolt Sea Farm and
Panfish)

CoC audit checklist for farmed salmon traceability was trialled
without problems as standard has been used in other certification
programmes with similar content

CoC standard can be audited in conjunction with BRC or IFS

Multi-site certification is possible when a centralised management
system is applied through sample audits of production sites

|
_Sﬁi Current issues

. B Create'awareness with buyers and suppliers of farmed salmon

for the baseline IAA and CoC standards to create a level playing
field for food retailers

_m Additional food retail requirements can be added as specific add-

ons to the 1AA checklist for verification by CBs annually

® Develop benchmark criteria for salmon feed assurance

management systems

6

SGS, The Netherlands

Page 3 of 4
|
|



Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004 /

Handout N° 22, Aldin Hilbrands

B % 4 —
%ML,_:_ Thanks for your attention!

Aldin Hilbrands (M.Sc.)

Global Food Technical Sales Manager
SGS Consumer Testing Services
E-mail Aldin.Hilbrands@sgs.com
Website www.sgs.com

SGS, The Netherlands Page 4 of 4
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 23, Valeska Weymann

A i B A R S R R S SRS P S T o LA T

EUREPGAP Integrated Aquaculture Assurance Standard — IAA

How to develop other Species Modules?

e Valeska Weymann
EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH

weymann@foodplus.org
-} f Bl
= B -,

_EUREPGA

WWW.eurep.ort
X

EUREPGAP Integrated Aquaculture Assurance Standard ~ IAA
SAREp S :

B

, - PRESENT
AilFarm Mé@ule
+ - — Salmonids Species Certification

Salmonids Module

By the word salmon, we mean Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar), pacific
salmon (Oncorhynchus spp) and rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss)

< WIS S

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 1 of 4
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 23, Valeska Weymann

EUREPGAP Integrated Aquaculture Assurance Standard — IAA

PRESENT

All Farm Module: Base module for all Aquaculture Farms

Is it possible to be EUREPGAP Certified only with All Farm Module?
No, needs the specific module for each specie (related species)

Why?
Individual HACCP to be implemented, Food Safety and Animal Welfare
are species specific

EUREPGAP

EUREPGAP Integrated Aquaculture Assurance Standard — IAA

Devebp new moduleé for other species
Based on demand of Retailers and/or Producers

A!i Farm Mbdqle
+ - — Specie A Certification
Specie A Module

All Farm Module
+ — Specie B Certification
Specie B Module

<M B8

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 2 of 4




Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 23, Valeska Weymann

-M—H«a% SRUROAN S L T 2y TR s Saniut on SERTE R TSR T

EUREPGAP Integrated Aquaculture Assurance Standard — IAA

RESOURCES

- FoodPlus Coordination
- Working Team:

Voluntary work from representatives of: Retailers,
Producers, CB’s, NGO's, other interested parties

gl W 1

EUREPGAP

EUREPGAP Integrated Aquaculture Assurance Standard - IAA

" HOW TO PARTICIPATE ON NEW SPECIES MODULES
o5 ELABORATION?
13 2 £
- EUREPGAP member

- Experience on specific subject

- Availability on all stages of development (mainly communication via
email, as possible travel costs to be diminished)

h

< WIS &

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 3 of 4



integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 23, Valeska Weymann

SRS\ SR TGl i

EUREPGAP Integrated Aquaculture Assurance Standard — IAA

PROCESS OF ELABORATION NEW SPECIES MODULES

Working Team:
Retailers e
FoodPlus Producers input i
Coordination CB’s documentation
NGO's
other intersted parties

no

EUREPGAP

EUREPGAP Integrated Aquacultum ﬁssuraﬂea Shndard IAA

e T EXAMPLE' : ‘
PROCESS OF ELABORATION NEW SPECIES MODULES

' el V] 1] R8T

EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH, Germany Page 4 of 4




Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 24, John Oosterhuis

) 1

4

EurepGap Aquaculture in practice

EurepGap Conference
~ Amsterdam ,

John Oosterhuis
Quality Manager Albert Heijn
10 th of November 2004

‘, Why is EurepGap Aquaculture
lmportant for Albert Heijn ?

- 1 5 We need a generic basic production standard for aquaculture'
llmmum Ievel. Food safety and quallty

8 3. Satlsfymg the expectatlons of consumers
~on food safety and quallty

4. Possibility to purchase from suppliers all over the world

55 'And ...... , on top of the Aquaculture Assurance Criteria:
~ Discussion about consumer issues with our suppliers and NGO’s

Albert Heijn, The Netherlands Page 1 of §



integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 24, John Oosterhuis

PP

.4 Strategy Albert Heijn

r

" Baseline standards

for primary and industrial producers,
like the Integrated Aquaculture Assurance
|  Scheme '

’ Focus on ;t;ornsufm‘er,issues e i
~ « Nutriionand Health L

 « Animal welfare

s Héalih and nature

»4  Albert Heijn product piramide
~ antibiotics, e chain - Organic
animal welfare S ey .
GaeaE e Tt CE ocial, health e e
) FooDQUALITY N0 A Gacultire
el : S —— Se— - Salmon
~Basic = FOOD SAFETY - standard
_management Y
and =5 : Sl e e e i b a5
 production AVAILABILITY :
standards Infrastructure, laws, choice of suppliers
: e 4

Albert Heijn, The Netherlands Page 2 of 5




Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 24, John Oosterhuis

0N Possible AH requirements of the Private
Label of Fresh Products as Salmon

. ditei s o
S R STORE wl
\ ©
b STORE =
- 2
Supplier 5] 7 | STORE 2
| »_culture B STORE (@)
: c C_{—}Jn> ’| STORE o
| STORE
. Eurep-Ga Production  pr ctf
b |EOF- 220 by 'STORE |

- GFSI  Specification
standaard I : .
- food *
1-1-2002

; Aquaculture
= Communication

DC HACCP HACCP
certificering  system fe |

. 1-7-20057

PPN

.4

r

; Consumer issues

: 1. Food and Health
2. Animal Friendliness
~ 3. Naturalness

4. Environment

Albert Heijn, The Netherlands

Page 3 of 5



Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 24, John Oosterhuis

%4  Example issue in EurepGap

2.4.6.Assessment of stocking density

Control point:

The stocking density should not exceed the maximum
load per meter cubed (m3), taking actual volume as the total.

Comghance criteria:

The maximum density is the recommended maximum denslty set by
recogmsed authorities as a fish welfare issue or else by retailer contract
condltlons and/or sc:entlﬂc evidence. Legislation sets mmimum requlrements.

Reahty Leglslatlon max. 25 kg Im3
- Animal Welfare organisations say: max 15 kglm:i
| V_V‘Conclusmn. improvements after (sclentlfic) research

and discussions with NGO’ s e e

f Dlscussmns between retaller and suppher

: 1 lnvehtariSation of consumer and NGO iséues’ :
s 2. lnventarlsatlon of the status quo of the |ssues
= 3 Set up of book of agreements '

s - Description of situation and
- -if possible - policy statement

Albert Heijn, The Netherlands Page 4 of 5




Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 24, John Oosterhuis

v
A

Next steps

1. Certification of system
2. Experience with Inspection of protocol

: 3. Reportmg back in the Aquacultural Technical COmmlssmn_

4. lnventarlsatlon of costs per check and certif'cation
& it ; 5 Start wnth certlf' catlon of sntes v -

s Other retallers on board

Albert Heijn, The Netherlands Page 5 of 5
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Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 27, Olivier de Carné

DE FRANCE

e

COOP, France
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E U R E PGA P Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 27, Olivier de Carné .

DE FRANCE

- Collective of quality management of the agricultural productions

- Common for all agricultural and agro-food channels but also for
forestry, salt, tobacco, linen...

« Complementary to the ISO 9001 approach. The enterprises that
~ follow the two approaches are able to guarantee a follow-up of the -
i quality and the traceability of the whole food chain, from the
i agricultural upstream up to the downstream transformation

workshops L .

| - Voluntary and reciprocal between farmers and OSAP holding
regarding the control over agricultural productions

rty body: SGS-ICS; AFAQ, BVQI

DE FRANCE

COOP, France PageZof 8




Handout N° 27, Olivier de Carné

’ E U R E PG A P Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

DE FRANCE

DE FRANCE

COOP, France Page3of 8



E U R E PGA P Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 27, Olivier de Carné ‘

DE FRANCE

COOP, France Page‘of 8




.
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Handout N° 27, Olivier de Carné

DE FRANCE

Not to be in contradiction with the new version of the
ISVOAQOO‘1 :2000 vand ISO 14001:2002

- More than a simple sectoral variation of the ISO 9001/14001
| standards:
» ISO 9001 /1SO 14001 requirements

+
- Requirements of the organisation of agricultural production

COOP, France Pagesof 8




E U R E PGA P Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 27, Olivier de Carné ‘

DE FRANCE

114

(30 000)

| B Certified sites
B Engaged sites

=) Prospect sites

145 o

(40 000)

- April 2004 : 104 certificates, more than 27 600 producers engaged

COOP, France Paget of 8




a

Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

L‘EUREPGAP

Handout N° 27, Olivier de Carné

=

5Sanqﬂesoé

FOIE GRAS
3% 1%

SEEDS
MEAT 4%

9%

RABBIT
6%

POULTRY
9%
PROCESSED
FRUITS &
VEGETABLES

9%

FORESTRY 49,

LINEN
1%

FRUITS &
VEGETABLES
11 %

TOBACCO

ODE FRANCE

CEREALS
16%

MILK
16%

DE FRANCE

COOP, France
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E U R E PGA P Integrated Farm Assurance Conference, Amsterdam 2004

Handout N° 27, Olivier de Carné .

cOP

At national level: | At international

level:
g;n'p;m"‘ ASS ;
Pz | =4 « ISO 22000
% m""; Hvai
@ @ | yg«éne)
e ; ¢ ISO 22519
Q 155001 GIGF | | | (Traceability)
& IKvamilla ” Lvce I : .

Food Safety: 178/2002, “Hygiene package”, controls...

EU regulation

CAP Reform: cross-compliance and rural development

COOP, France PageZof 8
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Handout N° 28, Marjan Smit

‘audlt organisation with
pller Auditing only.

oyed by our partners
ith an Head Office
lerlands: uniformity
cers!! (Europe and Far

.=

ISA, The Netherlands
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Handout N° 28, Marjan Smit

T
e

=g
s

ISA Hungary \

ISA India
ISA Israel
ISA Spain
ISA Turkey

) ‘Corrugated HEESA

EUREPGAP”

ISA, The Netherlands Page 2 of 3
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Handout N° 28, Marjan Smit

ward to an interesting
onference day!
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