
 

 
 
  
 

To: Interested Parties (see Annex A) 
 
Date: 28 October 2010 
 
Dear Colleague 
 
 

EUROPEAN COMMISSION’S“TECHNICAL SOLUTION” TO THE 
LOW-LEVEL PRESENCE OF UNAUTHORISED GMOs 

 
 
Introduction 
 
1. We are writing to seek views on a draft proposal by the European 
Commission for a “technical solution” to the low-level presence of unauthorised 
GMOs and GM-derived materials in imports of feed commodity crops from outside 
the European Union.  The proposal is expected to be presented for discussion and a 
possible vote at a forthcoming meeting of the Standing Committee on the Food 
Chain and Animal Health (GM Section). 
 
Proposal 
 
2. The proposal is for a Commission Regulation to be made under the general 
framework for official controls on food and feed (Regulation 882/2004).  The 
proposed Regulation would set a threshold level for the detection of unauthorised 
GMOs and GM-derived materials of 0.1%, which is the lowest level at which GM 
material can be reliably detected in consignments after allowing for technically 
unavoidable uncertainties in: 
 (a) sampling for grains and similar products; and 
 (b) validated methods for the detection and quantification of GM material. 
Analytical results below 0.1% would be treated as equivalent to zero for enforcement 
purposes, and the consignments allowed to enter the EU.  Analytical results above 
this will require the consignments to be rejected. 
 
3. The Commission intends that this “technical solution” will apply only to the 
presence of unauthorised GM material in consignments intended for use in feed.  It 
would not apply to the presence of unauthorised GMOs in consignments intended for 
use in food for human consumption.  The rationale for this advanced by the 
Commission is that the problem of low-level presence has a greater impact on the 
feed sector, which is more dependent on imports of commodity crops from third 
countries.
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Key Proposals 
 
The proposed “technical solution” would apply to the low-level presence (LLP) of 
unauthorised GMOs and GM-derived material in two specific instances: 

• where a GMO has not yet been approved for use in the EU, but where a 
valid application for its authorisation has been submitted to the European 
Food Safety Authority (EFSA) and a quantitative method for its analysis 
has been validated by the EU Reference Laboratory; or 

• (after 25 April 2012) where an authorisation for a GMO has expired but 
where a quantitative method for its analysis had been validated by the EU 
Reference Laboratory. 

 
4. The proposal is being made as a consequence of what is known as 
“asynchronous authorisation” -- that is, the time-lag between the authorisation of new 
GM varieties for use in the EU compared to the time taken for their authorisation in 
other countries.  Food and feed derived from GM sources is regulated at EU level 
and only authorised GM materials may be present in food and feed marketed in the 
EU, whether imported or produced domestically.  In general, authorisation of new 
GM varieties in the EU tends to take longer. 
 
5. Although GM crops are not widely grown in the EU, a large number of GM 
varieties -- including maize, soya, oilseed rape, cotton and rice -- that have not been 
authorised for use in the EU have been approved for growing elsewhere, in particular 
major commodity-exporting countries such as Argentina, Brazil, Canada, China, 
India and the USA.  In consequence, supplies of feed materials to the EU have 
contained a growing proportion of GM-derived materials.  It is not possible to quantify 
this as there is no legal requirement to collect such data, but these imports are 
considered by the EU feed industry as unavoidable because the EU is not self-
sufficient in protein-rich feed. 
 
6. The European Feed Manufacturers' Association (FEFAC) estimates that the 
EU livestock industry as a whole imports 77% of its protein requirements.  98% of 
the soya bean meal imported by the EU is sourced from Brazil and Argentina, which 
are major producers of GM soya.  Brazil and Argentina also supply the EU with 
significant quantities of maize for starch manufacture, the by-products of which go for 
feed use; much of this will be GM.  The UK imports cotton meal from Brazil, India 
and China, which are major producers of GM cotton. 
 

 

7. However, under existing EU legislation (Regulation 1829/2003) there is a de 
facto “zero tolerance” for the presence of unauthorised GMOs in any food or feed 
marketed in the EU.  This has given rise to problems where imports of commodity 
crops from third countries have been found to contain low levels of material from a 
GM variety which has still to be authorised for use in the EU.  This in turn has 
resulted in imports from commodity-exporting countries either being suspended, or 
imported consignments being rejected and returned to their point of origin. 
 
8. This issue has highlighted the differing sampling procedures and methods of 
analysis used by individual Member States, which has led to an inconsistency in the 

 



reporting of results and thus uncertainty as to the compliance of imported 
consignments with EU GM legislation, for example where low levels of an 
unauthorised GM material are identified in some samples but not in others.  The 
proposed Regulation seeks to overcome this by specifying the procedures to be 
followed for sampling, analysis and interpretation of the results. 
 
Consultation Process 
 
9. The proposed Regulation is expected to be presented by the Commission for 
discussion at a meeting of the Standing Committee on the Food Chain and Animal 
Health (GM Section) on 15 November.  A vote is likely to be taken at a later meeting 
of the GM Section, possibly in December 2010.  We are therefore urgently seeking 
views to help inform the line the UK will take during discussions of the proposal.  We 
would particularly welcome views on the following questions: 
 

Questions asked in this Consultation 
1. Whether it is appropriate to adopt the proposed “technical solution” for the low-

level presence of unauthorised GMOs and GM-derived materials in imported 
consignments of commodity crops intended for use in feed; 

2. If not, what alternative procedure might be adopted to control the potential 
presence of unauthorised GMOs and GM-derived material in imported 
consignments; 

3. Whether it is appropriate to set a threshold level of 0.1% for the detection of the 
presence of unauthorised GMOs and GM-derived materials, and to regard any 
analytical result below that as equivalent to zero for enforcement purposes; 

4. If not, what other threshold level might be adopted instead of 0.1%; 
5. Whether it is appropriate to restrict the operation of the “technical solution” to 

consignments of commodities intended only for use in or as feed; 
6. Whether it will in practice be possible to distinguish whether an imported 

consignment is intended for food or feed use, or both, at the point of import 
and/or analysis; 

7. If not, whether in consequence the “technical solution” should be extended to 
encompass all imported consignments which may contain unauthorised GMOs or 
GM-derived materials, irrespective of their eventual use; and 

8. What additional costs or savings to UK organisations may flow from this 
“technical solution”, with a breakdown of the assumptions and figures used to 
arrive at these estimates. 

 
10. However, recipients of this letter should not feel constrained by the above 
questions, and should feel free to comment on any aspect of the proposed “technical 
solution” which is of interest to them. 
 
Responses 
 
11. As stated earlier, the proposal is due to be discussed at a meeting of Member 
States and the Commission on 15 November 2010.  It would therefore be helpful to 
receive comments no later than 12 November.  Please state, in your response, 
whether you are responding as a private individual or on behalf of an organisation or 
company (including details of any stakeholders your organisation represents). 



 
12. Please send your replies to Joseph Nicholas, Animal Feed Branch, Food 
Standards Agency, Aviation House, 125 Kingsway, London WC2B 6NH, e-mail 
joseph.nicholas@foodstandards.gsi.gov.uk. 
 
13. Thank you on behalf of the Food Standards Agency for participating in this 
public consultation. 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 

 

 
 

 

K MILLAR 
Head of Animal Feed Branch 

SANDY LAWRIE 
Head of Novel Foods Unit 

 
 



ANNEX A 
 
LIST OF INTERESTED PARTIES 
 
Martin Forsyth, 3663 
Angela Booth, A B Agri 
Advisory Committee on Animal Feedingstuffs 
Judith Nelson, Agricultural Industries Confederation 
George Perrott, Agricultural Industries Confederation 
James Lowman, Association of Convenience Stores 
Andrew Mackie, Association of Public Analysts 
Peter Rotheram, Association of Port Health Authorities 
Tony Bell, BOCM Pauls 
Eileen Steinbock, Brakes 
Andrew Knowles, British Pig Executive 
Mick Sloyan British Pig Executive 
Harry Evans, British Association of Feed Supplement and Additive Manufacturers 
Abigail Morris, British Chambers of Commerce 
Louisa Platt, British Egg Industry Council 
Mark Williams, British Egg Industry Council 
Claire Williams, British Equestrian Trade Association 
Deidre Carson, British Equine Veterinary Association 
Anthony Hyde, British Institute of Agricultural Consultants 
Stuart Roberts, British Meat Processors Association 
Marcus Bates, British Pig Association 
Peter Bradnock, British Poultry Council 
Andrew Opie, British Retail Consortium 
Andrea Martinez-Inchausti, British Retail Consortium 
Mike Steele, British Society of Animal Science 
Graham Fletcher, Cargill 
Tina Garrity, Chartered Institute of Environmental Health 
Angela Statham, Co-Op 
Henry Aubrey-Fletcher, Country Land and Business Association 
Ed Komorowski, Dairy UK Limited 
Robin Manning, Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs 
Kevin Wardle, Eurofins 
Simon Aron, Farmers Union of Wales 
Sian Davies, Farmers Union of Wales 
Keneth Chinyama, Food and Drink Federation 
Barbara Gallani, Food and Drink Federation 
Lynn Insall, Food and Drink Federation 
Hez Hird, Food and Environment Research Agency 
Sara Hugo, Food and Environment Research Agency 
Sandra Bell, Friends of the Earth 
Vicki Hird, Friends of the Earth 
Clare Oxborrow, Friends of the Earth 
Brian John, GM Free Cymru 
Pete Riley, GM Freeze 
June Arnold, Grain and Feed Trade Association 
Michael Richardson, Grain and Feed Trade Association 



Doug Parr, Greenpeace 
Malcolm Burns, Laboratory of the Government Chemist 
Sarah Eddy, Lidl 
Gwyneth Rogers, Local Government Regulation 
Nicholas Martin, Marks & Spencer 
Peter Wight, Marks & Spencer 
Karen Dalgarno, Morrisons 
Leo Pope, Morrisons 
Della Saunders, Morrisons 
David Maxwell, Moy Park 
Jill Hewitt, National Association of Agricultural Contractors 
Eva Neary, National Association of British and Irish Millers 
Stella Nicholas, National Consumer Federation 
Monica Hall, National Council of Women 
Helen Ferrier, National Farmers Union 
Peter Garbutt, National Farmers Union 
Penny Johnston, National Farmers Union Scotland 
Mary James, National Farmers Union Wales 
Huw Rhys Thomas, National Farmers Union Wales 
Jana Osborne, National Federation of Women's Institutes 
Phil Sketchley, National Office of Animal Health 
Peter Morris, National Sheep Association 
Paul Newby, Netto 
Edwin Snow, Noble Foods 
Michael Bellingham, Pet Food Manufacturers Association 
Monika Prenner, Pet Food Manufacturers Association 
Gordon Wiseman, Premier Foods 
Kathy Pebbles, QM Scotland 
Tim Brigstocke, Royal Association of British Dairy Farmers 
Barbara Hirst, Reading Scientific Services Ltd 
Jessica Sage, Reading Scientific Services Ltd 
Fiona Wheatley, Sainsburys 
Phil MacLaughlin, Scotland Food and Drink 
Jonathan Davey, Scottish Agricultural Science Agency 
Mary Lawton, Scottish Consumer Council 
Helen Munday, Scottish Food and Drink Federation 
Lynda Simmons, Seed Crushers and Oil Processors Association 
Mabel Foye, Society of Feed Technologists 
Francis Blake, Soil Association 
Peter Melchett, Soil Association 
Jon Banks, Somerfield 
Jeanette Longfield, SUSTAIN 
Tony Palmer, Tesco 
Margerie Hall, Townswomen 
Sandy Driskell, Trading Standards Institute 
Jacqui Guerreiro, Trading Standards Institute 
Yvette Layzell, Trading Standards Institute 
John Perry, United Kingdom Association of Fish Meal Manufacturers 
Nick Renn, Veterinary Medicines Directorate 
Janis McDonald, Veterinary Medicines Directorate 



Sue Davies, Which 
Miranda Watson, Which 
Sue Archer, Women's Food and Farming Union 
Liz Moran, Worcestershire Scientific Services 
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Draft 

COMMISSION REGULATION (EU) No …/.. 

of […] 

laying down the methods of sampling and analysis for the official control of feed as 
regards presence of genetically modified material for which an authorisation procedure 

is pending or the authorization of which has expired 

THE EUROPEAN COMMISSION, 

Having regard to the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union, 
 
Having regard to Regulation (EC) No 882/2004 of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 29 April 2004 on official controls performed to ensure the verification of 
compliance with feed and food law, animal health and animal welfare rules1, and in particular 
Article 11(4) thereof,  
 
Whereas: 

 

(1) Commission Regulation (EC) No 152/2009 of 27 January 2009 laying down the 
methods of sampling and analysis for the official control of feed2 does not provide for 
special rules for the control of material which contains, consists of or is produced from 
GMOs (GM material) for which an EU authorisation procedure is pending or GM 
material the authorisation of which has expired. Experience has shown that in the 
absence of such rules, the official laboratories and the competent authorities apply 
different methods of sampling and different rules for the interpretation of the results of 
the analytical tests. This may lead to different conclusions as regards the compliance 
of a product with Regulation (EC) No 1829/2003 of the European Parliament and of 
the Council of 22 September 2003 on genetically modified food and feed3. As a result 
of the lack of harmonised rules, economic operators are faced with legal uncertainty 
and there is a risk that the functioning of the internal market will be affected.  

(2) The EU imports significant quantities of commodities produced in third countries 
where GMO cultivation is widespread. While these imported commodities are used 
both in the production of food and feed, the majority of the commodities likely to 
contain GMOs are destined for the feed sector thereby entailing a higher risk of trade 
disruption for that sector in case where Member States apply different rules for official 
controls. It appears therefore appropriate to focus the scope of this Regulation to the 

 
1   OJ L 165, 30.4.2004, p. 1. 
2   OJ L 54, 26.2.2009, p.1. 
3 OJ L 268, 18.10.2003, p 1.  
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feed sector which, in comparison with other sectors related to the production of 
foodstuffs, has a higher likelihood for GM presence. 

(3) The validation of the method of analysis is one of the elements required by Regulation 
(EC) No 1829/2003 for the authorisation of a GM food and feed and for the placing on 
the market, use and processing of existing products within the meaning of Article 20 
of that Regulation. In practice it is carried out by the European Union Reference 
Laboratory (EU-RL) independently of the other elements provided for in the 
authorisation procedure. Generally the method is validated before all of the other 
elements are fulfilled for a decision to be taken on the authorisation. These methods 
are published on the website of the EU-RL and are available to the competent 
authorities as well as to any interested part. 

(4) A method may only be validated if it complies with the detailed rules for the fitness of 
the method set out in Commission Regulation (EC) No 641/2004 of 6 April 2004 on 
detailed rules for the implementation of Regulation (EC) No 1829/2003 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council as regards the application for the 
authorisation of new genetically modified food and feed, the notification of existing 
products and adventitious or technically unavoidable presence of genetically modified 
material which has benefited from a favourable risk evaluation.4 In addition, as 
required by that Regulation, common criteria for minimum performance requirements 
for analytical methods for GMO testing have been set5.  

(5) The methods of analysis validated by the EU-RL in the context of the authorisation 
procedure and for the placing on the market, use and processing of existing products 
within the meaning of Article 20 of Regulation (EC) No 1829/2003 are event-specific 
quantitative methods. They are validated through a collaborative trial in accordance 
with the principles of ISO 5725 International standard and/or the International Union 
of Pure and Applied Chemistry (IUPAC) protocol. As a matter of fact, the EU-RL is 
currently the sole laboratory in the world validating quantitative event specific 
methods in accordance with the above mentioned standards in the context of pre-
marketing authorisation procedures. These quantitative methods are considered to be 
more appropriate than qualitative methods for the purpose of ensuring the 
harmonisation of the official controls. Indeed the robustness of qualitative methods is 
proportionate to the quantity of feed taken for sampling and these methods are less 
accurate on small amounts of material. It is therefore appropriate to use the methods of 
analysis validated by the EU-RL in the context of the authorisation procedure to 
prevent diverging analytical results amongst Member States.  

(6) Reference material should also be available to enable control laboratories to perform 
their analysis.  

(7) Accordingly, the scope of this Regulation should cover the detection in feed of non 
authorised GM material for which a valid application under Article 17 of Regulation 
(EC) No 1829/2003 has been lodged where the event-specific quantitative methods of 
analysis submitted by the applicant have been validated by the EU-RL and provided 
that the reference material is available. 

 
4    OJ L 102, 7.4.2004, p. 14.  
5   http://gmo-crl.jrc.ec.europa.eu/doc/Min_Perf_Requir_Analyt_methods_131008.pdf 



EN  EN 

                                                

(8) The scope of this Regulation should also cover feed containing, consisting of or 
produced from SYN-EV176-9 and MON-ØØØ21-9xMON-ØØ81Ø-6 maize and ACS-
BNØØ4-7xACS-BNØØ1-4 and ACS-BNØØ4-7xACS-BNØØ2-5, ACS-BNØØ7-1 
oilseed rape for which a quantitative method has been validated by the European 
Union Reference Laboratory provided that the reference material is available. These 
GM materials were placed on the market before the application of Regulation (EC) No 
1829/2003 and were notified as existing products under Article 20 of that Regulation. 
As the seeds were no more commercialised at global scale, the respective notifiers 
informed the Commission that they had no intention to submit an application for the 
renewal of the authorisation of the products concerned. As a consequence, the 
Commission adopted Decisions 2007/304/EC, 2007/305/EC, 2007/306/EC, 
2007/307/EC and 2007/308/EC on the withdrawal from the market of the products 
concerned (obsolete products). These Decisions provide a tolerance for the presence in 
products of material which contains, consists of or is produced from SYN-EV176-9 
and MON-ØØØ21-9xMON-ØØ81Ø-6 maize and ACS-BNØØ4-7xACS-BNØØ1-4 
and ACS-BNØØ4-7xACS-BNØØ2-5, ACS-BNØØ7-1 oilseed rape provided that this 
presence is adventitious or technically unavoidable and in a proportion no higher than 
0,9% for a limited period which expires on 25 April 2012.  It is appropriate to ensure 
that at the time of the expiry of the tolerance period set out in Decisions 2007/304/EC, 
2007/305/EC, 2007/306/EC, 2007/307/EC and 2007/308/EC this Regulation applies 
also to the detection of these obsolete products in feed. 

(9) Harmonisation of the official controls of feed for the detection of GM material falling 
under the scope of this Regulation should also be ensured through the adoption of 
common methods of sampling.  

(10) These methods should be based on recognised scientific and statistical protocols and, 
when available, on international standards and should cover the different steps of 
sampling, including the rules applicable to the sampling of the material, the 
precautions to be taken in the course of sampling and preparation of samples, the 
conditions to be applied for taking incremental samples and replicate laboratory 
samples, the handling of laboratory samples and the sealing and labelling of samples. 
To ensure adequate representativeness of the samples taken for official control 
purposes, specific conditions adapted to the fact that the lot of feed is presented in 
bulk agricultural commodities, pre-packaging or retail should also be adopted. 

(11) It is also appropriate to harmonise the rules for the interpretation of the results of the 
analysis, to ensure that throughout the European Union the same results are obtained 
from the same products.  

(12) In this context, it is also necessary to take into account the technical constraints 
associated with any method of analysis, in particular at trace levels since analytical 
uncertainty increases with decreasing levels of GM material.  

(13) To take these constraints into account, as well as the need to ensure that controls are 
both feasible, robust and proportionate, as set out in Regulation (EC) No 178/2002 of 
the European Parliament and of the Council of 28 January 2002 laying down the 
general principles and requirements of food law, establishing the European Food 
Safety Authority and laying down procedures in matters of food safety6, it is 

 
6    OJ L 31, 1.2.2002, p. 1.  
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appropriate to set as a Minimum Required Performance Limit (MRPL) the lowest 
level of GM material which is considered by the EU-RL for the validation of 
quantitative methods. This level corresponds to 0.1% related to mass fraction of GM 
material in feed and is the lowest level where results are satisfactorily reproducible 
between official laboratories when appropriate sampling protocols and methods of 
analysis for measuring feed samples are applied. 

(14) A decision of non compliance of the feed should therefore only be taken when GM 
material falling under the scope of this Regulation is present at levels equal or above 
the MRPL, measurement uncertainty being taken into account.  

(15) Measurement uncertainty should be determined by each official laboratory on the 
basis of the results obtained during the validation by the EU-RL and confirmed by 
internal control data as described in the guidance document on Measurement 
Uncertainty for GMO testing laboratories7 developed by the Joint Research Centre of 
the Commission (JRC). 

(16) These implementing rules should be adapted if this becomes necessary to take account 
of new developments in particular as regards their impact on the internal market and 
on food and feed operators.  

(17) The measures provided for in this Regulation are in accordance with the opinion of the 
Standing Committee for the Food Chain and Animal Health and neither the European 
Parliament nor the Council has opposed them. 

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION: 

Article 1 
Definitions 

1. For the purposes of this Regulation, the following definitions apply: 

(1) "lot": an identifiable quantity of a feed determined to have common 
characteristics, such as origin, variety, type of packing, packer, consignor or 
labeling; and in case of a production process a unit of production from a single 
plant using uniform production parameters or a number of such units, when 
produced in continuous order and stored together; 

(2) "incremental sample": a quantity of material taken from a single place in the lot 
or sublot;  

(3) "aggregate sample": the combined total of all the incremental samples taken 
from the lot or sublot; 

(4) "laboratory sample": a sample intended for the laboratory; 

(5) "Test sample": a sample, as prepared for testing or analysis, the whole quantity 
being used for analyte extraction at one time; 

 
7   http://www.irmm.jrc.be/html/reference_materials_catalogue/user_support/EUR22756EN.pdf 
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(6) "Minimum Required Performance Limit (MRPL)": the lowest amount or 
concentration of analyte in a sample that has to be reliably detected and 
confirmed by official laboratories. 

(7) "GM material": material which contains, consists of or is produced from GMOs.2.
 The definitions set out in Article 2 of Regulation (EC) No 1829/2003 apply.  

Article 2 

Scope 

This Regulation shall apply to the official control of feed with respect to the presence of the 
following material: 

(a) GM material for which valid application has been submitted under Article 17 
of Regulation (EC) No 1829/2003 and for which the authorisation procedure is 
pending provided that the quantitative method requested under that Article has 
been validated by the European Union Reference Laboratory and that the 
reference material is available, and 

(b) after 25 April 2012, GM material notified under Article 20 of Regulation (EC) 
quantitative No 1829/2003 the authorisation of which has expired and for 
which a method has been validated by the European Union Reference 
Laboratory provided that reference material is available. 

The Commission shall publish the list of GM material complying with the conditions set out 
in this Article on its website and it updated. The list shall include information as to the place 
where the reference material can be accessed as required by Article 17(2)(j) of Regulation 
(EC) No 1829/2003. 

Article 3 

Methods of sampling 

Samples for the official control of feed as regards the presence of the GM material referred to 
in Article 2, shall comply with the methods of sampling, as set out in Annex I. 

Article 4 

Sample preparation, methods of analysis and interpretation of results 

The preparation of laboratory samples, the methods of analysis and the interpretation of 
results shall comply with the requirements set out in Annex II.  
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Article 5  

Review 

The Commission shall monitor the application of this Regulation and its impact on the 
internal market as well as on feed, livestock and other operators, and, if necessary, will bring 
forward proposals to review this Regulation.  

Article 6 

Entry into force 

This Regulation shall enter into force on the twentieth day following that of its publication in 
the Official Journal of the European Union. 

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member States. 

Done at Brussels, 

 For the Commission 
 […] 
 Member of the Commission 



ANNEX I 

METHODS OF SAMPLING  

Incremental samples intended for official control of the presence in feed of the GM 
material referred to in Article 2 shall be taken according to the methods of sampling set out 
in this Annex. Aggregate samples thus obtained shall be considered as representative of the 
lots.  

(A) GENERAL REQUIREMENTS FOR SAMPLING 

Sampling shall be performed by an authorised person designated by the Member State. 

1 Material to be sampled 

Each lot which is to be examined shall be sampled separately.  

2 Precautions to be taken 

In the course of sampling, preparation and transportation of the samples, precautions shall 
be taken to avoid any changes which would: 

- affect the content of the genetically modified material;  

- adversely affect the analytical determination; 

- make the aggregate samples unrepresentative; 

- affect the feed safety of the lots to be sampled. 

All measures necessary to ensure the safety of the persons taking the samples shall be 
taken. 

3 Incremental samples 

As far as possible incremental samples shall be taken at various places distributed 
throughout the lot or sublot. Departure from such procedure shall be recorded. 

The weight of the incremental sample shall be about 500 grams.  

4 Replicate laboratory  samples 

In accordance with Article 11(5) and (6) of Regulation (EC) No 882/2004, the competent 
authorities shall establish adequate procedures in order to guarantee the right of operators 
whose products are subject to sampling and analysis to apply for a supplementary expert 
opinion. Two replicate laboratory samples used for this purpose shall be taken from the 
homogenised aggregate sample.  
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5 Sealing and labelling of laboratory samples 

Each laboratory sample taken for official use shall be sealed at the place of sampling and 
identified following the rules applicable in the Member State concerned. 

A record of each sampling shall be kept, permitting each lot to be identified unambiguously 
and giving the date and place of sampling. Any other information likely to be of assistance 
to the analyst shall be reported. 

 (B) SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS FOR SAMPLING 

1  Sampling lots of bulk agricultural commodities 

(a)  General conditions 

Sampling of bulk commodities shall take place in accordance with the general principles 
and methods of sampling described in ISO standard 24333:2009. 

In case of flowing commodities, the sampling period shall be defined according to ISO 
standard 6644 as: total off-loading/total number of increments. 

In case of static sampling, increments shall be collected at specific sampling points. Such 
sampling points shall be uniformly distributed throughout the lot volume, according to the 
principles described in ISO 24333.  

(b)  Number of incremental samples or sampling points 

The number of incremental samples or sampling points (where the incremental samples for 
creating the aggregate sample are taken) is defined depending on the lot size in accordance 
with Table 1: 

Table 1. Number of incremental samples to be taken from the lot  

Lot size in tonnes Size of the aggregate sample in
kg 

Number of incremental samples 

< 50 5 10 

100 10 20 

250 25 50 

> 500 50 100 
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In case of lots from 50 to 500 tonnes, the size of the aggregate sample shall be 0.01% of the 
total lot size. In case of lots smaller than 50 tonnes, the size of the aggregate sample shall 
be 5 kg. In case of lots larger than 500 tonnes, the size of the aggregate sample shall be 50 
kg.  

Sampling of materials larger than grains (such as fruits, rhizomes, potatoes), shall be 
carried out according to ISO standard 2859. Sampling of oilseed rape shall be carried out 
according to ISO standard 542. 

(c)  Preparation of the aggregate samples 

The incremental samples collected in accordance with points (a) and (b) shall be combined 
and mixed thoroughly, according to the procedures described in ISO standards 13690 and 
6644, to form a homogeneous aggregate sample.  

1 Sampling lots of pre-packaged feed products  

This paragraph shall apply to pre-packed units of raw materials, such as kernels, flours, of 
up to 50 kg.  

The number of incremental samples shall be defined, depending on the lot size, in 
accordance with Table 1. 

The total weight of a lot or consignment shall be calculated as follows:  weight per pack x 
number of packs x lot or consignment.  

Incremental samples shall be taken from different parts, for example top, middle and 
bottom, of all the pre-packed units, by means of a sack/bag spear. 

If pre-packed units up to 0.5 kg are sampled, the number of units has to be increased in 
order to reach the size of the aggregate sample given in Table 1. The required pre-packed 
units shall be randomly sampled from the consignment.  

The aggregate sample shall be created by thoroughly mixing the incremental samples in 
order to ensure maximum homogenization.  

2 Sampling at retail stage 

Feed sampling at retail stage shall be done where possible in accordance with point 2.  

Where that is not possible, an alternative method of sampling may be applied provided that 
it ensures that the aggregate sample is  representative of the sampled lot and on condition 
that it is fully described and documented. In any case, the aggregate sample shall be at least 
1 kg. 
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ANNEX II 

CRITERIA FOR SAMPLE PREPARATION AND METHODS OF ANALYSIS  

 

In order to detect the presence in feed of the GM material referred to in Article 2, the 
official laboratories shall use the methods of analysis and control requirements described in 
this Annex. 

A. LABORATORY SAMPLE PREPARATION 

1 Introduction 

Laboratory samples shall be obtained from the aggregate samples taken according to the 
methods described in Annex I.  

 2 Precautions 

As the distribution of GM material may not be homogeneous, laboratory samples 
shall be prepared, and especially homogenised, with care. 

3 Treatment of the laboratory samples  

Official laboratories shall use the standard EN ISO 24276, ISO 21570, ISO 21569 and ISO 
21571 that indicate strategies for the homogenization of the laboratory sample, the 
reduction of the laboratory sample to the analytical sample, the preparation of the test 
sample and the extraction and the analysis of target analyte. 

4 Size of the laboratory sample  

The laboratory sample shall be of a size which ensures the quantification of GM material at 
a presence corresponding to the MRPL with a statistical degree of confidence of 95 
%.When expressed in grains, the size of the laboratory sample shall be 3000. 

The weight equivalent of 10 000 grain/seed is provided in Table 2 below.  

 
Table 2   

Plant Weight, in grams, corresponding to 10 000 
grain/seed  

Barley, Millet, Oat, Rice, Rye, Wheat 400 
Corn 3000 
Soybean 2000 
Rape seed 40 

(Data source ISO 21568) 

EN  EN 



EN  EN 

                                                

B. METHODS OF ANALYSIS TO BE USED BY THE OFFICIAL LABORATORY 
AND  RULES FOR INTERPRETATION OF RESULTS 

1 General conditions  

Official laboratories shall comply with the requirements of ISO 17025 and use quantitative 
methods of analysis that have been validated by the European Union Reference Laboratory 
in collaboration with the European Network of GMO Laboratories.  They shall ensure that, 
considering the whole analytical method starting with the treatment of the laboratory 
sample of feed, they are in position to carry out the analysis with an adequate relative 
reproducibility standard deviation. 

2 Rules for interpretation of results 

To ensure a level of confidence of approximately 95 %, the outcome of the analysis shall be 
reported as x +/– U whereby x is the analytical result and U is the appropriate expanded 
measurement uncertainty.  
 
U shall be estimated on the basis of the results obtained during the validation by the 
European Union Reference Laboratory and shall be specified by the official laboratory for 
the whole analytical method using internal control data as described in the guidance 
document on Measurement Uncertainty for GMO testing laboratories8 developed JRC. 
 
A feed shall be considered as non compliant with Regulation (EC) No 1829/2003 when the 
analytical result (x) minus the expanded measurement uncertainty (U) equals or exceeds the 
level of 0.1 % related to mass fraction of GM material in feed.  

 

 

 

 

 
8  

 http://www.irmm.jrc.be/html/reference_materials_catalogue/user_support/EUR22756EN.pd
f 
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