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Subject: Distribution of the Report of the Seventh Session of the Codex Committee on Sugars

(ALINORM 01/25)

The Report of the Seventh Session of the Codex Committee on Sugars is attached. It will be considered
by the Twenty-fourth Session of the Codex Alimentarius Commission (Geneva, Switzerland,
2- 7 dly 2001).

MATTERS FOR ADOPTION BY THE 24™ SESSION OF THE
CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION

1 Draft Revised Standard for Honey at Step 8; ALINORM 01/25, Appendix I1.

2. Proposed Draft Amendment for the Standard for Sugars at Step 5/8; ALINORM 01/25,
Appendix 1

Governments and international organizations wishing to propose amendments or comments on the above
matters should do so in writing in conformity with the Guide to the Consideration of Standards at Step 8 of
the Procedure for the Elaboration of Codex Standard Including Consideration of Any Statements Relating
to Economic Impact (Procedural Manual of the Codex Alimentarius Commission, Tenth Edition, pages
24-25). Proposed amendments or comments should be sent to the Secretary, Codex Alimentarius
Commission, Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme, FAO, Vide delle Terme di Caracalla, 00100
Rome, Italy (fax: +39 (06) 570.54593 or E-mail: codex@fao.org), not later than 31 M ar ch 2001.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The Seventh Session of the Codex Committee on Sugars reached the following conclusions:

MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION BY THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE AND/OR
THE CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION

» Draft Revised Standard for Honey for adoption at Step 8 (para. 50);
» Proposed amendments to the Revised Standard for Sugars for adoption at Step 5/8 (para. 66);
» Thefollowing proposed future work of the Committee:

Consideration of Proposed Amendments to the Codex Standard for Sugars;
Development of Standards for Unifloral Honeys;

Completion of Part two of the Standard for Honey covering industrial uses;
for approva (para 69).

OTHER MATTERSOF INTEREST TO THE COMMISSION

Agreed to report back to the Codex Committee on General Principles that in its own work the following
factors were relevant eements of other legitimate factors:

Economic considerations;
Consumer information;
Good agricultural and manufacturing practices (para. 6).

Agreed to refer the proposal to elaborate the Code of Hygienic Practice for Honey to the Codex
Committee on Food Hygiene in order to examine the necessity of its preparation (para. 68).

Agreed to retain an Annex and the disclaimer appearing at the top of the annex understanding that
discretionary elements should be placed in the Annex while noting that the disclaimer would not change
the legd status of the Annex (paras 5, 31).

Noted that the establishment of concrete quantitative provisions for arsenic and lead to be included in
the Draft Revised Standard for Honey, as was referred to this Committee by the 21% Session of the
Codex Committee on Methods of Anaysis and Sampling (ALINORM 99/23A, Part |1 of Appendix V),
fell under the Terms of Reference of the Codex Committee on Food Additives and Contaminants rather
than the Committee on Sugars (para. 18).
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REPORT OF THE SEVENTH SESSION OF THE CODEX COMMITTEE ON SUGARS
London, United Kingdom 9-11 February 2000

INTRODUCTION

1. The Codex Committee on Sugars (CCS) held its Seventh Session in London, United Kingdom from 9
to 11 February 2000, by courtesy of the Government of the United Kingdom. The Session was chaired by
Mr Grant Meekings, Head, Food Labelling and Standards Division, Joint Food Safety and Standards
Group, Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food. A Complete list of participants is included as
Appendix | to this report.

OPENING OF THE SESSION

2. The Session was opened by Mr Grant Meekings, who on behalf of Baroness Hayman, Food Minister
of the United Kingdom, welcomed the participants and wished al success in their work in the new
Millennium. Mr Meekings reminded the Committee that it had been adjourned sine die since 1974 and
emphasised that the main purpose of the current sesson was to complete an agreed text for the Draft
Standard for Honey and, if time allowed, to deal with the proposed amendments to the Standard for Sugars.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (AGENDA ITEM 1)*
3. The Committee adopted the Provisional Agenda as the Agenda of the Session.

MATTERSREFERRED TO THE CODEX COMMITTEE ON SUGARSBY THE CODEX
ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION AND OTHER CODEX COMMITTEES (AGENDA ITEM 2)

4. The Committee noted the information presented in document CX/S 00/2 concerning the matters referred
to the Codex Committee on Sugars by the Codex Alimentarius Commission and other Codex Committees.
The Committee noted in particular the decision of the Commission, amending the Rules of Procedures of
the Codex Alimentarius Commission that every effort should be made to adopt Codex Standards by
CONSensus.

5. The Committee noted further that the Codex Committee on Genera Principles ruled that from the
viewpoint of WTO the Annexes to Codex Standards had the same status as the body of Standard. The
Committee noted that the consideration of the legal implications of the Annexes was outside the terms of
reference of this Committee; the decision should be taken by the WTO Commission. The Committee
agreed that the Committee would retain the current practice under the common understanding that
discretionary elements should be placed in the Annex.

6. The Delegation of Portugal, speaking on behaf of the European Union, drew the attention of the
Committee to the importance of discussing other legitimate factors. The Committee recalled that the Codex
Committee on Generd Principles (ALINORM 99/33A, paras 64-74) while considering the role of Science
and Other Legitimate Factors in Relation to Risk Analysis, had asked for information from relevant
Committees on other relevant factors taken into account in their work. The Committee agreed to report
back to the Codex Committee on General Principles that in its own work the following factors were
relevant:

! CX/S00/1
2 CX/S00/2
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Economic considerations;
Consumer information;

Good agricultural and manufacturing practices.

DRAFT REVISED STANDARD FOR HONEY (AGENDA ITEM 3)

7. The Committee recalled that the 21% Session of the Codex Alimentarius Commission had decided that
the draft Revised Standard for Honey should be elaborated through correspondence by the Government of
the United Kingdom, Host Government of the Committee. The Draft Revised Standard for Honey was
submitted to the 22™ Session of the Codex Alimentarius Commission for adoption at Step 8. The
Commission agreed to return the Draft Revised Standard for Honey to Step 6 for further consideration.

8. The current Draft Revised Standard for Honey (at Steps 6/7), contained in document CX/S 00/3, was
prepared by the Government of the United Kingdom on the basis of comments submitted by governments
and international organizations in response to Circular Letter CL 1998/12-S. The Committee agreed to
consider the new draft section by section.

Section 2.1 Scope

9. The Committee had an in-depth debate on the scope of the Standard for Honey. Opinion of the
Committee was divided whether or not to limit the scope of the Standard to honey produced by Apis
mellifera and used for direct consumption. The Committee recalled that the drafting of the Standard for
Honey had been undertaken on the understanding that the Standard for Honey was based on the original
scope and applied to honey produced by Apis mellifera for direct consumption. The Committee
recognized that by doing so a considerable part of the honey in world trade would be excluded from the
scope of the Standard for Honey. Some Delegations indicated that the phrase “industrial honey“ or “honey
for industrial use” should be defined in order to avoid any confusion.

10. The Committee agreed that the Standard for Honey should be prepared in three parts. The first part
would apply to all honeys produced by Apis mellifera bees and cover al styles of honey presentations
which were processed and intended for direct consumption. Part two would cover honey for industria
uses or as an ingredient in other foods and Part three would cover honey produced by other species of
honey producing bees. The Committee noted that the work on the parts on honey not covered by Part one
would constitute new work which would be subject to approval by the Codex Alimentarius Commission.

11. In order to clarify that the Standard would cover any honey in bulk containers which may be sold as
retail, the Committee agreed to amend Section 1.2 to read “Parts one and three of the Standard also cover
honey which is packed for sale in bulk containers, which may be repacked into retail packs.”

Section 2.2 Description

12. Concerning the proposal made by the Delegation of Poland to include a new definition of blossom-
honeydew honey, the Committee agreed that this issue should be addressed under the section for labelling.

3. Essential Composition and Quality Factors

13. The Committee agreed that no substances should be added to honey, not even components of honey
but that honey can be blended with other honey. Therefore the first sentence of section 3.1 was amended
as follows: “Honey sold as such shall not have added to it any food ingredient, including food additives,
nor shall any other additions be made other than honey”.

14. While considering the issue of filtration, severa Delegations were of the opinion that the filtration should
be restricted so that no pollen or constituents particular to honey should be lost. It was proposed that
specification applied for filtration should be clearly given. It was pointed out that pollen was used to

3 CX/S00/3, CX/S00/3 Add., CRD/1
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identify the botanical and geographical origin of honey and loss of pollen through filtration would undermine
the labelling provisions as far as the authenticity of the honey was concerned.

15. Some other Delegations were of the view that filtration was an established process accepted by
consumers to assure honey was free from foreign objectionable matters and that the existence or absence of
pollen had a negligible influence on preventing adulteration.

16. The Committee agreed that if honey had undergone filtration the final product should be labelled
accordingly under the section for labelling. The Committee also agreed to dightly modify the third sentence
of section 3.1, to read “No pollen or constituent particular to honey may be removed except where this is
unavoidable in the remova of foreign inorganic or organic matter.”

Section 3.4 Moisture Content

17. The Committee accepted the proposal of the Delegations of Canada, supported by many other
delegations and the observer of Apimondia, to reduce the level of moisture for Clover honey to 20%.

Section 4. Contaminants

18. The Committee noted that the establishment of concrete quantitative provisions for arsenic and lead to
be included in the Draft Revised Standard for Honey, as was referred to this Committee by the 21% Session
of the Codex Committee on Methods of Analysis and Sampling (ALINORM 99/23A, Part Il of Appendix
V), fell under the Terms of Reference of the Codex Committee on Food Additives and Contaminants rather
than the Committee on Sugars.

19. In order to address the use of veterinary drugs for treatment of honey bees, the Committee agreed to
amend the heading of Section 4.2, to read “Residues of Pesticides and Veterinary Drugs’ and refer the
issue to the Codex Committee on Residues of Veterinary Drugs in Foods.

Section 5. Hygiene

20. The Committee noted that the language now used for Sections 5.1 and 5.2 was that approved by the
22" Session of the CAC for the use in commodity standards. The Committee agreed to delete Section 5.3
entirely, recognizing that its provisions were aready covered.

Section 6 Labelling

21. The Committee agreed to atighter formulation for Section 6.1.1 to read: “Only products conforming to
Part one of the Standard shall be designated ‘ honey.’”

22. Regarding the designation of honeydew honey, opinion was divided on whether its use was compul sory
or voluntary; in countries where blossom honey represented a major part of the national honey market, the
designation of honeydew honey was regarded as compulsory. The Committee decided, however, that
designation of honeydew honey should remain voluntary and agreed to the following wording for section
6.1.3: “For products described in 2.1.2 the word “honeydew” may be placed in close proximity to the name
of the food.”

23. The Committee agreed to the proposal of the Delegation of Poland to include a new labelling provision
for the mixture of blossom honey and honeydew honey, to read: “For mixtures of the products described in
2.1.1 and 2.1.2 the name of the food may be supplemented with the words “a blend of honeydew honey
with blossom honey.”

24. Some countries indicated that the provisions of the proposed section 6.1.7 might be duly covered by
the Section 4.5 of the Codex General Standard for the Labelling of Prepackaged Foods (CODEX STAN 1-
1985 ). In order to address the specific interest of consumers in the origin of this commodity, the
Committee decided however to amend this section, to read: “Where honey has been designated according
to floral, plant source, or by the name of a geographical or topological region, then the name of the country
where the honey has been produced shall be declared.”
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25. The Committee agreed to smplify the definitions of different extraction methods from combs of honey
under section 6.1.9 by deleting the words “with or without the application of moderate heat”. It agreed
further to delete the word “only” from item (a) of the same section.

26. The Committee also agreed to the proposa of South Africa to include “chunk honey” as an dternative
term for cut comb in honey in section 6.1.10 (c).

27. The Committee had an extensive debate on heating and pasteurisation of honey in conjunction with its
labelling requirement. Some Delegations proposed that pasteurised honey should be labelled accordingly.
The Committee, recalling that the agreed text of section 3.2 excluded the heating or processing of honey to
an extent that its essential composition is changed and/or its quality was impaired, and decided not to
included a specific provision addressing pasteurization under the section for labelling. The Committee
noted that section 3.1 of the Codex General Standard for the Labelling of Prepackaged Foods might give a
certain guidance to address consumers’ concern in this respect.

28. In relation to the labelling of filtered honey some Delegations reiterated their view that all honeys were
filtered to some extent and that only a process which involved the removal of al pollen should be labelled
and the term “ultrafitration” was proposed in place of “filtration.” The Committee could not agree to this
but being aware of the necessity to keep in conformity with the third sentence of section 3.1, decided that
the process of filtration should be indicated on the labelling and agreed on the wording “Honey which has
been filtered in such away asto result in a significant removal of pollen shall be designated ‘filtered honey’”
(Section 6.1.12 of the Annex).

29. In the course of the discussion concerning the qudity of honey, some Delegations noted that quality
requirements should include antibiotic activity. However, the Committee agreed to replace the word
“manufacturer” with the words “producer, processor” in Section 6.2.1.

7.3 Determination of sugars added to honey (authenticity)

30. The Committee agreed to delete AOAC 979.22 for TLC (thin layer chromatography) from under
section 7.3.

ANNEX

31. The Committee confirmed that the disclaimer appearing at the top of the Annex should be retained,
while noting that its retention would not change the lega status of the Annex.

32. The Committee agreed to re-examine the appropriate location for the provisions now included in the
Annex. The Delegation of Argentina, supported by the Delegation of Portuga, speaking on behalf of the
European Union, proposed to move al provisions concerning composition and quality factors to the body
of the Standard. The Committee finally agreed to move Sections 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 of the Annex only to
Section 3 of the body of the Standard which were renumbered as 3.5, 3.6 and 3.7, respectively.

33. The Delegation of Audtralia and the Delegation of Portugal, speaking on behaf of the European Union,
expressed their reservations on this decision.

34. The Committee noted the explanation given by an expert of Apimondia that the new dternative
methods, such as the chromatographic measurements of fructose and glucose content (2.2.1.1), sucrose
content (2.2.1.2) and electrical conductivity (2.2.4) were now accessible to developing countries, thus the
old non-specific methods could be replaced by the modern methods for determining specific sugars.

35. The Committee noted that as a result of the transition from the non-specific methods to the more
modern methods it would be necessary to adjust accordingly the levels of specific sugars in the Draft
Standard. The Committee further agreed that some botanical names should be corrected.
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Alternative Section 1.1 (new Section 3.5 of the body of the Standard) Sucrose Content

36. The Delegation of Portugal, speaking on behalf of the European Union, while not opposing to the
adoption of the text as it stood, asked the Committee to record its position that the value for item (b) should

be 60 g/100g.
Alternative Section 1.3 (new Section 3.7 of the body of the Standard) Electric Conductivity

37. With respect to the enquiry of the Delegation of France concerning the rationale of the exceptions under
(c), the Committee noted the clarification by the Secretariat that the value of eectrica conductivity of those
honeys mentioned in (c) was extremely variable and no specific limit could be applied.

Section 1.4 (new Section 1.1) Acidity
38. The Committee agreed that the title of this section be corrected to read “ Free Acidity.”
Section 1.5 (new Section 1.2) Diastase Activity

39. The Delegation of the United States proposed to retain the value of 3 Schade Unit, which was the value
included in the existing Standard for Honey and requested that a scientific justification should be needed to
change that value to 8 Schade Unit. The Delegation of Portugal, speaking on behalf of the European Union
referred to the existing European Directive and argued that the vaue of 8 Schade Unit was justified after
many years of experience.

40. After in-depth debate the Committee, recognized that some countries may still have difficulties with the
proposed value of 8 Schade Unit. However the second part of the current wording in the Section might
overcome these difficulties and the Committee therefore agreed to retain the wording as it stood in the Draft
Standard.

Section 1.6 (new Section 1.3) Hydroxymethylfurfural Content

41. The Committee had a lengthy debate on the maximum amount of hydroxymethylfurfurd (HMF).
Severa countries favoured reducing the current content from 80 mg/kg to 40 mg/kg while others argued that
such reduction was not achievable in countries with hot climate and when honey was shipped to distant
markets. Therefore the reduction might be considered a barrier to trade. Different opinions were aso
expressed regarding the amount of HMF for industrial honey and blends of honey.

42. The Committee finally agreed to a proposal made by the Chairman to read: “ The hydroxymethylfurfural
content of honey after processing and/or blending shall not be more than 40 mg/kg. However, in the case
of honey of declared origin from countries or regions with tropical ambient temperatures, and blends of
these honeys, the HMF content shall not be more than 80 mg/kg.

43. The Delegation of Portugal, speaking on behalf of the European Union, indicated that it could accept
the Chairman’s proposal as part of an overall compromise on the Draft Revised Standard. However, it
expressed its regret that the Committee was unable to agree to the EU’ s preferred solution, that was that the
limit of 80 mg/kg be restricted to honey for industrial uses coming from tropica climate.

44. The Delegation of the United States expressed its reluctant consent to this decision.
2.2 Sample Preparation

45. The Committee agreed to the proposals submitted by Poland and the Slovak Republic that the sample
preparation for the measurement of HMF should be done without heating.

Section 2.2.2. Determination of Apparent Sucrose Content
46. The Committee agreed to delete the methods mentioned under this section.
Sections2.2.4,2.25,2.2.6,2.2.7

47. The Committee agreed to include the proposed methods appearing under sections 2.2.4 (alternative),
225.226and 22,7.



ALINORM 01/25 6

48. The Committee noted the comment by the Delegation of Italy that Phadebas method (2.2.6.2) was only
suitable for honeys with a diastase activity between 6 and 40 Shade Unit and agreed that this comment
should be directed to the Committee on Methods of Analysis and Sampling

Section 2.3 Literature references

49. The Committee agreed that the references under this section would be sent to the CCMAS for
consideration as to which should be retained.

STATUS OF THE DRAFT REVISED STANDARD FOR HONEY

50. The Committee agreed to forward the Draft Revised Standard for Honey to the 24" Session of the
Codex Alimentarius Commission for adoption at Step 8. (See Appendix |1 to this report)

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE REVISED CODEX STANDARDS FOR SUGARS
(AGENDA ITEM 4)*

51. The Committee recaled that the mandate given by the 23 Session of the Commission to the
Committee on Sugars was to consider three groups of amendments proposed by the Delegation of
Mauritius and other Member Countries on:

Definition of Raw Cane Sugar and Soft Sugars,
Food Additives and Contaminants;

Methods of Analysisfor Inclusion in the Standard.

52. The Committee agreed to establish an Ad Hoc Working Group to be chaired by Dr Roger Wood,
United Kingdom, to examine proposed methods of analysis for inclusion in the Standard for Sugars.

DEFINITION OF RAW CANE SUGAR AND SOFT SUGARS

53. The Committee agreed to insert the word “cane” before the word “molasses’ in the definition of Raw
Cane Sugar. However, it did not support any further proposed amendments. The Committee noted,
however, additional proposals for the definition of Raw Cane Sugar.

54. The Committee accepted the proposal to remove the brackets from “plus invert sugar’ in the definition
of Soft Brown Sugar and Soft White Sugar, but did not accept the proposal to insert “raw” before “sugar”
in the definition of Soft Brown Sugar. The Delegation of Portugal, referring to the EU commentsin CRD 3,
indicated that soft sugars had been produced by refiners for many decades and that their products were
indeed refined soft sugars and could not be described as “raw.” This view was supported by the
Delegation of the US. The Delegation of Brazil expressed its reservation in this regard and its support for
the proposal of Mauritius.

FooD ADDITIVESAND CONTAMINANTS
Maximum Level of Sulphur Dioxide

55. The Committee debated the proposal for the reduction of sulphur dioxide level from 15mg/kg to
10mg/kg for white sugar, powdered sugar, dextrose anhydrous, dextrose monohydrate, powdered dextrose,
fructose. The Delegation of the United States requested that the level of 15mg/kg should be maintained

4 CX/S 00/4, CX/S 00/4 Add.
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because of the use of sulphur dioxide in the processing of sugar from maize. The Delegation of Portugal
indicated that such amount had no technological effect and that some consumers might have some
problems a higher level. The Committee took note that the Codex Committee on Food Additives and
Contaminants (CCFAC) was considering this issue on a horizontal basis. There was no consensus to
recommend to the Commission to reduce the level of sulphur dioxide to 10 mg/kg.

Heavy Metals

56. The Committee noted that the levels of arsenic and lead would be considered by the CCFAC and
therefore no action was required at this stage.

METHODS OF ANALYSISFOR INCLUSION IN THE STANDARD

57. The Committee expressed its appreciation to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group, Dr Roger
Wood who introduced the Report of the Ad Hoc Working Group (see Appendix 1V to this report) for the
work done and agreed to the proposed actions, subject to endorsement by the Codex Committee on
Methods of Analysis and Sampling. Those actions were as follows:

Section 6.1.3: Polarisation in Powdered Sugar

58. ICUMSA (1994) GS 2/3-1 to be maintained, after filtration if necessary to remove any anti-caking agent
(endorsed as Type || method). A footnote to include: “ Care needs to be taken if anti-caking agents such as
starch are present as the method may then not be appropriate.”

Section 6.8.1 Sulphur Dioxide in White Sugar, Plantation or Mill White Sugar, Soft White Sugar
and Soft Brown Sugar, Powdered Sugar, Powdered Dextrose and Raw Cane Sugar

59. ICUMSA (1998) GS 2/3-35/ NMKL 135 /EN 1988-2 (1998) to be replaced by: ICUMSA (1998) GS
2/3-35/ NMKL 135 (1990) / EN 1988-2 (1998) (Type Il method) and ICUMSA method (1998) GS2/7-33
(Type 111 method).

Section 6.10:; Arsenic

60. AOAC 952.13 (Codex general method) or ICUMSA (1994) GS 2/3 — 25 to be replaced by: AOCAC
952.13 (Codex genera method) (Type Il method), ICUMSA (1994) GS 2/3 - 25 (Type Il method) and
ICUMSA (1994) GS2/3-23 (Type Il method).

Section 6.11 Lead

61. AOAC 997.15 - graphite furnace AA method (Type Il method) or ICUMSA (1998) GS 2/3 - 24 (Type
Il method — identical to AOAC method) to be replaced by: AOAC 997.15 - graphite furnace AA method
(Type Il method) or ICUMSA (1998) GS 2/3 - 24 (Type Il method — identical to AOAC method) and
ICUMSA GS 2/1/3 — 27 (1994) (Type V)

Section: Annex 2.2: Conductivity Ash In Fructose

62. ICUMSA (1994) GS 2/3 — 17 (Type | method) to be maintained.

Section: Annex 3: Invert Sugar Content

63. ICUMSA (1997) GS 2/3-5 (Type | method) to be maintained.

Section: Annex 3.2 Invert Sugar In Plantation Or Mill White Sugar (0.1% M/M)

64. ICUMSA (1994) GS 1/3/7 — 3 (Type | method) to be replaced by: ICUMSA GS 2-6 1998 (Type |
method).

Section: Annex 7.1: Colour In White Sugar, Powdered Sugar, Plantation Or Mill White Sugar And
Soft White Sugar

65. ICUMSA (1994) GS2/3-9 (Type | method) to be replaced by ICUMSA (1998)GS2-10 (Type | method)
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STATUS OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE REVISED STANDARD FOR SUGARS

66. The Committee unanimously agreed to advance the proposed amendments to the Revised Standard for
Sugars to the 24™ Session of the Codex Alimentarius Commission with the recommendation that the
amendments be adopted at Step 5/8 (See Appendix 111 of this report).

OTHER BUSINESS AND FUTURE WORK (AGENDA ITEM 5)

67. The Delegation of Portugal, speaking on behaf of the European Union, indicated that “geographical
situation” and “consumer preference” were also elements to be considered in the context of other legitimate
factors.

68. The Committee agreed that the proposal of the Delegation of Thailand to elaborate the Code of
Hygienic Practice for Honey should be referred to the Codex Committee on Food Hygiene in order to
examine the necessity of its preparation.

FUTURE WORK

69. The Committee also agreed that as a result of discussions at its present session, its future work, subject
of approval by the Codex Alimentarius Commission, would include the following:

Consideration of Proposed Amendments to the Codex Standard for Sugars;
Development of Standards for Unifloral Honeys;
Completion of Part two of the Standard for Honey covering industrial uses.
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ANNEX

SUMMARY STATUS OF WORK

Document Reference

Subject Step | Action by (ALINORM 01/25)
Draft Revised Standard for Honey 8 Governments para.50

24" CAC Appendix ||
Proposed amendments to the Revised 5/8 Governments para. 66

th

Standard for Sugars 24" CAC Appendix I1]
Consideration of Proposed Amendments | 1 47" CCEXEC | paras’53, 69
to the Codex Standard for Sugars
(definition of Raw Cane Sugar)
Development of Standard for Unifloral 1 47" CCEXEC para 69
Honey
Completion of Part two of the Standard | 1 47" CCEXEC | para69
for Honey covering industrial uses
Code of Hygienic Practice for Honey - 33° CCFH para. 68
Methods of Analysis and Sampling - 239 CCMAS paras 30, 47, 57 to 65
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176 Ferguson Street

Williamstown

Victoria 3016, Audtrdia

Phone: 61 3 9397 2704

Fax: 61 39397 7284

Mr Barry Jodl

Managing Director

SECCUS

271 St Helena Road
Greensborough

Victorig, Augtraia

Phone: 61 3 9396 1880

Fax: 61 3 9689 9823

E mail: seccus@netspace.net.au

AUSTRIA/AUTRICHE

Attaché Mag. Verena Hagg
Austrian Embassy

18 Belgrave Mews West
London SW1X 8HU
Phone: 0207 344 3238
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BRAZIL/BRESIL/BRASIL

Jodo L ucas Quental

Head of Economic Multilateral Section
Brazilian Embassy

32 Green Street

W1Y 7AT

Phone: 207 399 9263

Fax: 207 399 9100

E mail: jlucas@infolondres.org.uk

CANADA/CANADA

Mr JWakdin

Nationd Manager

Dairy Honey Eggs and Egg Products
Food of Anima Origins Division
Canadian Food Inspection Agency
59 Camelot Court

Nepean, Ontario, K1A OY9

Phone: 613 225 2342

Fax: 613228 6636

E mail: jwakdin@em.agr.ca

Ms Carla Barry

A/Associate Director

Food Laboratory

Laboratory Services Division
Canadian Food Inspection Agency
Building 22, CEF

960 Carling Avenue

Ottawa, Ontario, K1A OC6
Phone: 613 759 1220

Fax: 613 759 1260

E mail: charry@em.agr.ca

Mr DennisLen
Manager
Food Regulatory and Scientific Affairs

Bureau of Food Regulatory, International
and International Affairs Food Directorate

Hedlth Protection Branch

Hedlth Canada

Ottawa, Ontario, K1A OL2
Phone: 613 957 1751

Fax: 613 941 3537

E mail: dennis_lein@hc-sc.ge.ca

CAMEROON/CAMEROUN/
CAMERUN

Mr Patrice Guitard

Secretary Genera

Groupe J- L Vilgran

39 Rue Jean Jacques Rousseau
75001 Paris

Phone: 331 40 39 55 83

Fax: 33140395522

E mail: pguitard@jlv.com.

Mrs Akoutou

Deputy Director

Department of Industry & Trade
Phone: 237 2211 20

Fax: 237 22 95 85

CUBA

Ms Carolina Prieto Serru
Technical Director
Cubaexport

Ministry of Foreign Trade
Cdle 23\ 55 8vo Piso
Vedado,

Habana, Cuba

Phone:63 7 550 593

Fax: 537333587

E mail: cexport@infocex.cu

Sr. Osmany Perez Guillama
Cubaexport

Cdle 23 No.55 8vo Piso
Vedado

Habana, Cuba

Phone: 53 7 550 590/95
Fax: 53 7 333 587

E mail: cexport@infocex.cu

DENMARK/DANEMARK/
DINAMARCA

Mr Gorm Lunn, M.Sc.,B.Com.
Head of Division of Feedingstuffs
and Fertilizers

The Danish Plant Directorate
Skovbrynet 20

DK-2800 Lyngby

Phone: + 45 45 96 68 00

Fax: + 4545 96 66 11

E mail: gl@plantedir.dk
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ECUADOR/EQUATEUR

H Yanez-Loza

Hat 3B

3 Hans Crescent

London

SW1X OLS

Td: (020) 7584 80 84

Fax: (020) 7823 9701

E mail: 101543.2243@compuserve.com

FINLAND/FINLANDE/FINLANDIA

Ms Mirja Hyntnen

Senior Advisor

Ministry of Trade and Industry
Aleksanterinkatu 4

FI-00171 Helsinki

Phone: +358 9 1603536

Fax: + 358 9 1602648

E mail: mirjahynonen@ktm.vnfi.

FRANCE/FRANCIA

Jack Francois

I nspecteur

Téédoc 251 Bureau D4

Ministére de I’ Economie et des Finances
DGCCRF

55, Boulevard Vincent Auriol

75013 Paris Cedex 13

Té: +33.1.4497.3145

Fax: +33.1.4497.3039

E mail:
jack.francois@dgccrf.finances.gouv.fr
Dr Jean-Francois Roche

Ministére de I agriculture et de la Péche
DGAL/SDRIR

251, rue de Vaugirard

75732 Paris Cedex 15

Td: +33.1.49.555881

Fax: + 33.1.49.555948

E mal: jean+
frangois.roche@agriculture.gouv.fr

Monsieur Jo&l Schiro

Syndicat des producteurs de Miel de
France

Chambre d' Agriculture

2 impasse du Bois

65350 Boulin

France

Té :+33.05 62 33 23 53

Fax :+33.05.62 33 23 83

E mall : jschiro@adour-bureau.fr

Monsieur Clement
UNAF

26, rue de Tournelles
75004 Pais

Té :+33.1.48.874715
Fax :+33.1.48.877644

Monsieur Philippe Besacier
CSNM

6.8 rue Jean Mermoz
42300 Roanne

Td: 3304 7767 17 33
Fax: 3304 77 70 18 61

Monseur Claude Blein

Syndicat National d’ Apiculture

1137 Route d’ Hautecour

F73600 Moutiers

Td: +33.4.79244902

Fax: +33.4.79244902

E mail: claudodette.blein@wanadoo.fr

GERMANY/ALLEMAGNE/
ALEMANIA

Herr Hermann Brei

Federa Ministry of Hedlth
D - 53108 Bonn

Phone: 0049 228 941 4141
Fax: 0049 228 941 4947

E mail: brei@ bmg.bund.de

Ms Alexandra M Uller-Wrede
Rechtsanwaltin

Verein Der Zuckerindustrie
Konigen-Luise-Strasse 29 a

14195 Berlin, Germany

Phone: 030 8322 6343

Fax: 030 8322 6345

E mail: mudler-wredewvz@t-online.de
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Dr Cord Lullmann
Flughafendamm S A
28199 Bremen

Phone: 00 49 421 505 640
Fax: 0049 421 594 771

Dr Michael Packert
Forchgeimer Strasse 2

90425 Nirnberg

Phone: 0049 911 93 44 465
Fax: 0049 911 93 44 560

E mail: mpackert@schoeller.de

GUATEMALA

Mr Danilo Rodriguez Marcucci

1st Secretary & Consul of the Guatemalan
Embassy

13 Fawecett St

London SW10 9HN

Phone: 0171 351 3042

HUNGARY/HONGRIE/HUNGRIA

Ilona Boros

Head of Department

Research Industry of Hungarian Sugar
Industry

Tolnai L.u 25, H-1084

Budapest, Hungary

Phone: 36 1 333 0578

Fax: 36 1 210 4616

E malil: llona.cukorkutato@mail.datanet.hu

INDIA/INDE

Mr R P Singha

Chief Director (Sugar)

Ministry of Food & Consumer Affairs &
Public Distribution

Department of Sugar & Edible Qils,
Directorate of Sugar

Krishi Bhavan

New Delhi — 110001

Phone; 3383760

Fax: 3382373

Mr Shivgirao G Petil

Co-Chairman

Indian Sugar & Genera Industry Export
Import Corporation Ltd

21 Community Centre East of Kailash
New Dedhi — 110065

Phone: 91 11 641 2868

Fax: 91 11 6465653

Mr S S Sirohi

Chief Sugar Technologist

National Federation of Co-operative
Sugar Factories Ltd

82-83 “Vakunth” 3rd Floor

Nehru Place

New Ddhi 110019

Phone : 91 11 6412868

Fax : 91 11 6465653

Mr K K Sharma

Executive Director

Ramgarh Chini Mills

12th Floor

Hansalaya

15-Barakhamba Road

New Dehi-110001

Phone: 91 11 3310 121

Fax:91 11 3313 303

E mail: KK Sharma@da miacement.com

Dr Shivde Mangda Rgaram
Department of Chemistry

Manjari B K Ta-Hevdi

Pune- 412.307

M/.SIndia

Phone: 091 20 6993 988

Fax: 091 20 6992 735

E mail: valib@giaspnol .vsnl.net.in.

ITALY/ITALIE/NTALIA

Dr.ssa Brundlla Lo Turco
Segretario Generde

Comitato Nazionale Codex
Ministero delle Politiche Agricole
ViaXX Settembre, 20

00100 Rome

Phone: +39 06 46655016

Fax: +39 06 4880273

E mall: blturco@tiscainet.it
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Dr.ssa Livia Persano Oddo

Istituto per le Zoologia Agraria
Sezione di Apicoltura
ViaLeonida Rech 36

00156 Roma

Italy

Phone: 39 06 868 95456

Fax: 39 06 868 95463

E mall: liviapersano@apiolologia.it

Dr.ssa Anna Gloria Sabatini
Istituto Nazionae Apicoltura
ViaDi Sdiceto,80

40128

Bologna

Phone: 0039 051 353103
Fax: 0039 051 356361

E mail: istnapic@alinet.it

Dr Lucio Cavazzoni

CONAPI

Monterenzio

40050 Bologna

Italy

Phone: 0039 051 9202 83

Fax: 0039 051 9205 30

E mall: luciocavazzoni @conapi.it

JAPAN/JAPON/JAPON

Mineo Suzuki

Section Chief

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries

Processed Food Division

Center for Quality Control and Consumer
Service

Nagoya, Japan

Phone: 052 232 2029

Fax: 052 232 2089

PHILIPPINES/FILIPINAS

Mr Gilberto Asuque

First Secretary and Consul

Philippine Embassy

9A Palace Green

London W8 7QE

Phone: 0171 937 1600

Fax: 0171 937 2925

E mail: embassy @philemb.demon.co.uk

MsLynette B Mondia
Crysta Sugar Co. Inc
MaramagBukidnon
Philippines

Td: 02-818-1461

Fax: 0918-823-0804

POLAND/POL OGNE/POLONIA

Dr Helena Rybak-Chmiglewska
Research Ingtitute of Pomology and
Floriculture

Apiculture Division

2 Kazimierska Street

24-100 Pulawy

Phone: 00 48 81 886 42 08 ext. 123
Fax: 0048818864209

E mall:

hel ena.chmiel ewska@man.pulawy.pl
Dr Teresa Szczesna

Research Ingtitute of Pomology and
Floriculture

Apiculture Division

2 Kazimierska Street

24-100 Pulawy

Phone: 00 48 81 886 42 08 ext 123
Fax: 0048818864209

E mall: teresa.szczesna@man.pulawy.pl

PORTUGAL

Eng Manud Barreto Dias

Director do Laboratério Central de
Qualidade Alimentar da
Direccéo-Gerade Fiscalizacéo e Controlo
da Quaidade Alimentar

Av. Conde Vabom, 98

1050 Lishoa

Portugal

Phone: + 351 21 798-3700

Fax: + 351 21 798-3834

E mall: dgfcga.lcga@mail .telepac.pt

Dr Mariado Carmo Neves
Assessora-Principa da Direccéo Gera de
Fiscalizacao e Controlo da Qualidade
Alinentar

Av. Conde Vabom, 98

1050 Lishoa

Phone: + 351 21 798-3832

Fax: + 351 21 798-3834

E mail: dgfcga.dgfcga@mail telepact.pt
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José Santiago

Av. Conde Vabom,98
1050 Lishoa
D.G.F.C.QA.-Map
Phone:351 21 798 3600
Fax:351 21 7983834

E mail: dgfcga.dgfcga@mail .telepac.pt

SPAIN/ESPAGNE/ESPANA

Dr ElisaRevillaGarcia

Jefe de Area de Coordinacion Sectorial
Subdireccién Genera de Planificacion
Alimentaria

Direccion General de Alimentacion
Ministerio de Agricultura, Pescay
Alimentacion

c/o P Imfanta |sabel No.1

28071 Madrid

Phone: 00 91 43 74 596

Fax: 0091 34 75728

E mail: erevilla@mapya.es

D Vicente Larramendi

Jefe del Centro 1+D de Azucarera Ebro-
Agricolas

Carretera Esperanza, 10
47007-Vdladolid

Phone: 00 34 983 27 94 00

Fax: 00 34 983 27 89 84

SWEDEN/SUEDE/SUECIA

Mrs Kerstin Jansson

Head of Section

Ministry of Agriculture

SE-103 33 Stockholm

Drottninggatan 21

Sweden

Phone:+ 46 8 405 11 68

Fax: + 4682064 96

E mall:
kerstin.jannson@agriculture.ministry.se

SWITZERLAND/SUISSE/SUIZA

Mrs Awilo Ochieng Pernet, lic.iur
Swiss Federa Office of Public Hedlth
CH-3003 Berne

Switzerland

Phone: 00 41 31 322 00 41

Fax: 0041313229574

E mail: awilo.ochieng@bag.admin.ch

Dr Stefan Bognadov

Swiss Bee Research Centre

FAM

3003 Bern

Switzerland

Phone: 00 41 31 323 82 08

Fax: 00 41 31 323 2602

E mail: stefan.bogdanov@fam.admin.ch

THAILAND/THAILANDE/
TAILANDIA

Mrs Jrawatana Fasawang
Standards Officer 7

Office of the National Codex Committee
Alimentarius

Thal Industrial Standards Ingtitute
Rama VI Road

Rachatheevi

Bangkok 10400

Thailand

Phone : + 66 2023442 3

Fax : + 66 2 2487987

E mail : jiyawat@tis.go.th

Miss Morakot Janemathukorm
First Secretary

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Royal Thai Embassy

29-30 Queen’'s Gate

London

SW7 538

Phone : 0207-589 2944 ext.129
Fax : 0207-823 9695

E mail : morakotj@mfago.th

UNITED KINGDOM/
ROYAUME-UNI/
REINO UNIDO
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Dr Mark Woolfe

Food Standards Agency

Food Labelling, Standards and Consumer
Protection Division

Room 317, Ergon House

P.O.Box 31037

London SW1P 3WG

Tel. +44 (0) 20 7238 6168,

Fax +44 (0) 20 7238 6763

E-mail:

mark.wool fe@foodstandards.gsi.gov.uk

Dr Roger Wood

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and
Food

Joint Food Safety and Standards Group,
c /o Ingtitute of Food Research
Norwich Research Park

Coalney, Norwich NR4 7UA

Phone : 01603 255000

Fax : 01603 507723

E mail : rwood@fscii.maff.gov.uk

Mary Howell

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and
Food

Joint Food Safety and Standards Group,
c/o Department of Hedlth

room 580

Skipton House

London

Phone: 0207 972 6507

Fax: 0207 972 6555

E mail: mary.howell @doh.gsi.gov.uk

UNITED STATES
ETATS-UNISD'AMERIQUE/
ESTADOS UNIDOS DE AMERICA

Dr DennisM Keefe

Office of Premarket Approval
Center for Food Safety and Applied
Nutrition (HFS-200)

Food and Drug Administration

200 C Street, SW.,

Washington D.C. 20204

Phone : + 1202 418 3113

Fax : + 1202418 3131

e mail: dkeefe@bangate.fda.gov

Mr Martin Stutsman

Office of Plant and Dairy Foods and
Beverages

Center for Food Safety and Applied
Nutrition (HFS-306)

Food and Drug Administration

200 C Street, SW.,

Washington D.C. 20204

Phone : + 1 202 260 1949

Fax : + 1202 205 4422

E mail: mstutsma@bangate.fda.gov

Edith E Kennard

US Codex Office

Food Safety and Inspection Service
US Department of Agriculture

1400 Independence Avenue, SW
Room 4861 South Building
Washington, DC 20250-3700

Phone : + 1 202 205 7760

Fax : + 1202 720 3157

E mail: edith.kennard@usda.gov

Mr Jerry Probst

Vice President, Research
Sioux Honey Ass'n.

PO Box 388

Sioux City, lowa 51102
Phone: + 1 712 258 0638
Fax : + 1712 258 1332

E mail: BEEHIVE@pionet.net

INTERNATIONAL
ORGANIZATIONSY
ORGANISATIONS
INTERNATIONALY
ORGANIZACIONES
INTERNACIONALES

EUROPEAN COMMISSION

Ms Gudrun Gallhoff

EC Co-ordinator

European Commission

Enterprise Directorate General

200 ruedelalLoi

B-104 Bruss

Phone : 032-2-296 71 28

Fax : 032-2-295 1735

E mail : gudrun.gallhoff @cec.eu.int
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EUROPEAN COUNCIL
SECRETARIAT / SECRETARIAT
DU CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE /
SECRETARIA DEL CONSEJO
EUROPEO

Mr Paul Culley

Council of the EU General Secretariat
175 ruedelaloi

1048 Brussdls

Begium

Phone : 00 322 285 6197

Fax : 00 322 285 7928

E mail : secretariat.dgb@consilium.eu.int

Mr Klavs Skovsholm

Council of the EU General Secretariat
175 ruedelaloi

1048 Brussdls

Begium

Phone : 00 322 285 8379

Fax : 00 322 285 7928

E mail : secretariat.gdb@consilium.eu.int

APIMONDIA

Mr Peter Martin

Orchard Cottage

Crazies Hill

Reading

RG108LU

Phone: 44 0 1189 40 2212
Fax: 44 0 1189 40 1235

E mail: honeysci @aol.com

Mr R Borneck

Dean of Apimondia

2 rue du Creux

F-39340 Montbarrey

France

Phone: +33 03 84 5007

Fax: +33 3 84815007

E mail: raymond.borneck@wanadoo.fr

EUROPEAN SUGAR INDUSTRY

Dr Nathdie Henin

Scientific Counsellor

European Sugar Industry

(CEFS - Comite Europeen des Fabricants
de Sucre)

182 avenue de Tervuren

1150 Bruxelles

Phone: 32 2 762 0760

Fax: 32277100 26

E mail: nathdie henin@cefs.org

ICUMSA

Dr M Burge

Tate & Lyle Sugars

Paistow Wharf

London

EC16 2AG

Phone: 0207 540 1209

Fax: 0207 511 0938

E mail: BurgeMLE @tateandlyle.co.uk

INTERNATIONAL SUGAR
ORGANIZATION (1SO)

Mr Sergey Gudoshnikov

One Canada Square

Canary Wharf

London E14 5AA

Phone: 0207 513 11 44

Fax: 0171 513 1146

E mail: gudoshnikov@isosugar.org.uk

WORLD SUGAR RESEARCH
ORGANISATION

Dr Riaz Khan

Director General

The Science & Technology Centre
University of Reading
Earley Gate
Whiteknights Road
Reading

RG6 6BZ

Phone : 01189 257 305
Fax: 01189 357 301
E mall : wsro@wsro.org
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Dr Hans-Joachim Puke
Suedzucker AG

Wormser Str.11

D-67283 Obrigheim/Pfalz
Germany

Phone: +49 6359 803 237

Fax: +49 6359 803 331

E mail: HanjoPuke@t-online.de

JOINT FAO/WHO FOOD
STANDARDS PROGRAMME
PERSONNEL

Makoto Tabata

FAO/WHO Joint Food Standards
Programme

Viaddle Terme di Caracalla
00100 Rome, Italy

Phone : +3906 57054796

Fax : +3906 5705 4593

E mail:makoto.tabata@fao.org

Dr Jeronimas Maskdiunas

FAO/WHO Joint Food Standards
Programme

Viaddle Terme di Caracalla

00100 Rome, Italy

Phone : +3906 5705 3867

Fax : +3906 5705 4593

E mail: jeronimas.maskeliunas@fao.org

UK SECRETARIAT /
SECRETARIAT DU ROYAUME-UNI

/| SECRETARIA DEL REINO UNIDO

Dr Michelle McQuillan

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and
Food

Joint Food Safety and Standards Group
Room 323, Ergon House c/o Nobel
House

17 Smith Square, London, SW1P 3JR
Phone : 0171 238 6181

Fax : 0171 238 6763

Emal :

Michelle.M cQuillan@foodstandards.gsi.g
ov. uk

Mr Martin Sams

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and
Food

Joint Food Safety and Standards Group
Room 325c¢, Ergon House c/o Nobel
House

17 Smith Square, London, SW1P 3JR
Phone : 0171 238 6178

Fax : 0171 238 6763

E mail : m.sams@fscii.maff.gov.uk

Mr Andrew Chandiramani

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and
Food

Joint Food Safety and Standards Group
Room 325d, Ergon House

c/o Nobel House, Smith Square
London SW1P 3JR

Phone : 0171 238 5580

Fax : 0171 238 6763

Emal :

a.chandiramani @jfssg.maff.gov.uk
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APPENDIX [

DRAFT REVISED STANDARD FOR HONEY
(at Step 8 of the Codex Procedure)

The Annex to this Standard is intended for voluntary application by commercia partners and not
for application by Governments.

SCOPE

Part one of this Standard applies b all honeys produced by Apis mellifera bees and covers al
styles of honey presentations which are processed and ultimately intended for direct consumption.
Part two covers honey for industrial uses or as an ingredient in other foods. Part three covers honey
produced by other species of honey producing bees.

Parts one and three of this Standard also cover honey which is packed for sale in bulk containers,
which may be repacked into retail packs.

PART ONE

211
212

2.2

3.2

DESCRIPTION

Definition

Honey isthe natural sweet substance produced by Apis mellifera bees from the nectar of plants or
from secretions of living parts of plants or excretions of plant sucking insects on the living parts of

plants, which the bees collect, transform by combining with specific substances of their own,
deposit, dehydrate, store and leave in the honey comb to ripen and mature.

Blossom Honey or Nectar Honey is the honey which comes from nectars of plants.

Honeydew Honey is the honey which comes mainly from excretions of plant sucking insects
(Hemiptera) on the living parts of plants or secretions of living parts of plants.

Description

Honey consists essentialy of different sugars, predominantly fructose and glucose as well as other
substances such as organic acids, enzymes and solid particles derived from honey collection. The
colour of honey varies from nearly colourless to dark brown. The consistency can be fluid,
viscous or partly to entirely crystallised. The flavour and aroma vary, but are derived from the plant
origin.

ESSENTIAL COMPOSITION AND QUALITY FACTORS

Honey sold as such shal not have added to it any food ingredient, including food additives, nor
shall any other additions be made other than honey. Honey shall not have any objectionable matter,
flavour, aroma, or taint absorbed from foreign matter during its processing and storage. The honey
shall not have begun to ferment or effervesce. No pollen or constituent particular to honey may be
removed except where this is unavoidable in the removal of foreign inorganic or organic matter.

Honey shall not be heated or processed to such an extent that its essential composition is changed
and/ or its qudity isimpaired
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3.3  Chemica or biochemical trestments shal not be used to influence honey crystallisation.
34  Moisture Content
@ Honeys not listed below - not more than 20%
(b) Heather honey (Calluna) - not more than 23%
35 Sugars Content
3.5.1 Fructose and Glucose Content (sum of both)
@ Honey not listed below - not less than 60 g/100g
(b) Honeydew honey, - not less than 45 g/100g
blends of honeydew honey with blossom honey
3.5.2 Sucrose Content
@ Honey not listed below - not more than 5 ¢/100g
(b) Alfdfa (Medicago sativa), Citrus spp., False - not more than 10 g/100g
Acacia (Robinia pseudoacacia), French
Honeysuckle (Hedysarum), Menzies Banksia
(Banksia menziesii),Red Gum (Eucalyptus
camaldulensis), Leatherwood (Eucryphia
lucida), Eucryphia milligani
(© Lavender (Lavandula spp),Borage (Borago - not more than 15 g/100g
officinalis)
3.6  Water Insoluble Solids Content
@ Honeys other than pressed honey - not more than 0.1 g/100g
(b) Pressed honey - not more than 0.5 g/100g
3.7 Electrica Conductivity
€) honey not listed under (b) or (c), and blends of these - not more than 0.8 mS/cm
honeys
(b) Honeydew and chestnut honey and blends of these - not lessthan 0.8 mS/cm
except with those listed under (¢)
(c) Exceptions : Strawberry tree (Arbutus unedo), Bell Heather (Erica), Eucalyptus, Lime (Tilia spp),
Ling Heather (Calluna vulgaris) Manuka or Jelly bush (Leptospermum), Tea tree (Melaleuca spp).
4. CONTAMINANTS
41  Heawy Meds'
Honey shall be free from heavy metals in amounts which may represent a hazard to human health.
The products covered by this Standard shall comply with those maximum levels for heavy metals
established by the Codex Alimentarius Commission.
4.2 Residues of Pesticides and Veterinary Drugs

The products covered by this standard shall comply with those maximum residue limits for honey
established by the Codex Alimentarius Commission.

! These levels will be established in consultation between the CCS and CCFAC as soon as possible.
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5.1

5.2

HYGIENE

It is recommended that the products covered by the provisions of this standard be prepared and
handled in accordance with the appropriate sections of the Recommended International Code of
Practice - Generd Principles of Food Hygiene recommended by the Codex Alimentarius
Commission (CAC/RCP 11969, Rev 31997), and other relevant Codex texts such as Codes of
Hygienic Practice and Codes of Practice.

The products should comply with any microbiologica criteria established in accordance with the
Principles for the Establishment and Application of Microbiological Criteria for Foods (CAC/GL
21-1997).

LABELLING?

In addition to the provisions of the General Standard for the Labelling of Pre-packaged Foods (CODEX
STAN 1-1985, Rev 2-1999), the following specific provisions apply:

6.1
6.1.1
6.1.2

6.1.3
6.1.4
6.1.5

6.1.6

6.1.7

6.1.8

6.1.9

6.1.10

@
(b)
(©)
6.1.11

The Name of the Food
Only products conforming to Part one of the Standard shall be designated 'honey'.

For products described in 2.1.1 the name of the food may be supplemented by the term “blossom”
or “nectar”.

For products described in 2.1.2 the word “honeydew” may be placed in close proximity to the
name of the food.

For mixtures of the products described in 2.1.1 and 2.1.2 the name of the food may be
supplemented with the words “a blend of honeydew honey with blossom honey”.

Honey may be designated by the name of the geographical or topographica region if the honey was
produced exclusively within the area referred to in the designation.

Honey may be designated according to flora or plant source if it comes wholly or mainly from that
particular source and has the organoleptic, physicochemical and microscopic properties
corresponding with that origin.

Where honey has been designated according to floral or plant source (6.1.6) then the common name
or the botanical name of the floral source shall be in close proximity to the word "honey".

Where honey has been designated according to floral, plant source, or by the name of a
geographical or topologica region, then the name of the country where the honey has been
produced shall be declared.

The subsidiary designations listed in 6.1.10 may not be used unless the honey conforms to the
appropriate description contained therein. The stylesin 6.1.11 (b) and (c) shall be declared.

Honey may be designated according to the method of removal from the comb.
Extracted Honey is honey obtained by centrifuging decapped broodless combs.

Pressed Honey is honey obtained by pressing broodless combs.
Drained Honey is honey obtained by draining decapped broodless combs.
Honey may be designated according to the following styles:

2 Subject to endorsement by Codex Committee on Food Labelling (CCFL)
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@
(b)

(€
6.1.12

6.2
6.2.1

7.

Honey which is honey in liquid or crystalline state or a mixture of the two;

Comb Honey which is honey stored by beesin the cells of freshly built broodless combs and which
is sold in sealed whole combs or sections of such combs;

Cut comb in honey or chunk honey which is honey containing one or more pieces of comb honey.

Honey which has been filtered in such away as to result in the significant removal of pollen shal be
designated filtered honey.

Labelling of Non-Retail Containers

Information on labelling as specified in The General Standard for the Labelling of Pre-packaged
Foods and in Section 6.1 shal be given either on the container or in accompanying documents,
except that the name of the product, lot identification and the name and address of the producer,
processor or packer shall appear on the container.

METHODS OF SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS

The methods of sampling and analysis to be employed for the determination of the compositional and
quality factors are detailed below:

7.1

1.2

7.3
731

732

14

7.5

7.6

Sample Preparation
Samples should be prepared in accordance with AOAC 920.180.
Determination of Moisture Content®

AOAC 969.38B / J. Assoc. Public Analysts (1992) 28 (4) 183-187 / MAFF Vadidated method V21
for moisture in honey.

Determination of Sugars Content*
Fructose and Glucose Content (sum of both)

Determination of sugars by HPLC - Harmonised Methods of the European Honey Commission,
Apidologie — Special Issue 28, 1997, Chapter 1.7.2

Sucrose content

Determination of sugars by HPLC - Harmonised Methods of the European Honey Commission,
Apidologie — Specid Issue 28, 1997, Chapter 1.7.2

Determination of Water-insoluble Solids Content

J. Assoc. Public Analysts (1992) 28 (4) 189-193/ MAFF Validated method V22 for water insoluble
solids in honey

Determination of Electrical Conductivity®

Determination of electrical conductivity - Harmonised Methods of the European Honey
Commission, Apidologie — Specia Issue 28, 1997, Chapter 1.2

Determination of sugars added to honey (authenticity)
AOAC 977.20 for sugar profile,
AOAC 991.41 internal standard for SCIRA (stable carbon isotope ratio analysis).

% These methods are identical
* Subject to endorsement by CCMAS
® Subject to endorsement by CCMAS
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ANNEX

Thistext isintended for voluntary application by commercia partners and not for application by

governments.

1. Additional Composition and Quality Factors
Honey may have the following compositional and quality factors:

11 Free Acidity
The free acidity of honey may be not more than 50 milliequivaents acid per 1000g.

12 Diastase Activity
The diastase activity of honey, determined after processing and/or blending, in genera not less than
8 Schade units and in the case of honeys with alow natural enzyme content not less than 3 Schade
Units.

13 Hydroxymethylfurfural Content
The hydroxymethylfurfural content of honey after processing and/or blending shall not be more than
40 mg/kg. However, in the case of honey of declared origin from countries or regions with tropical
ambient temperatures, and blends of these honeys, the HMF content shall not be more than 80
mg/kg.

2. Methods of Sampling and Anaysis
The methods of sampling and analysis to be employed for the determination of the additional
compositional and quality factors set out in Section 1 of this Annex are detailed below:

21 Sample Preparation
The method of sample preparation is described in section 7.1 of the Standard. In the determination
of diastase activity (2.2.2) and hydroxymethylfurfural content (2.2.3), samples are prepared without
hesting.

2.2 Methods of Andysis

2.2.1 Determination of Acidity
J. Assoc. Public Analysts (1992) 28 (4) 171-175/ MAFF vaidated method V19 for acidity in honey

2.2.2 Determination of Diastase Activity
226.1 AOAC958.09
or
Determination of diastase activity with Phadebas - Harmonised Methods of the European Honey
Commission, Apidologie — Specia Issue 28, 1997, Chapter 1.6.2

2.2.3 Determination of hydroxymethylfurfural (HMF) content

AOAC 980.23
or

Determination of hydroxymethylfurfural by HPLC - Harmonised Methods of the European Honey
Commission, Apidologie — Specia Issue 28, 1997, Chapter 1.5.1
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PART TWO
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CCSasked CCMAS to consider retaining only those essential references.
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[Honey for Industrial Usesor asan Ingredient in other Foods|
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PART THREE

[Honey Produced by Other Species of Honey Producing Bees)
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APPENDIX I11

PROPOSED DRAFT AMENDMENT FOR THE STANDARD FOR SUGARS
(at Step 5/8 of the Codex Procedure)

DEFINITION OF RAW CANE SUGAR AND SOFT SUGARS

Raw cane sugar:

“partidly purified sucrose, which is crystallised from partialy purified cane juice, without further
purification, but which does not preclude centrifugation or drying, and which is characterised by
sucrose crystals covered with afilm of cane molasses.”

Soft white sugar:

“fine grain purified moist sugar, white in colour with a sucrose plus invert sugar content of not
less that 97% m/m”

Soft brown sugar:

“fine grain purified moist sugar, light to dark brown in colour with a sucrose plus invert sugar
content of not less than 88 %"
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APPENDIX IV

REPORT OF THE AD HOC WORKING GROUP ON METHODS OF ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

The draft Standard for Sugars (see ALINORM 99/25) had been circulated for government and other
interested parties to comment in 1999. The comments that were received and the revised draft Standard for
Sugars collated and circulated to participants at the Seventh Session of the Codex Committee on Sugars
(held London, from 9 to 11, February, 2000) as Conference Room Document 2. Amongst the comments
were a number on the anaytica methodology to be used in the Standard.

An ad hoc Working Group, the membership of which is given below, was convened at the Seventh Session
of CCS a which the comments received were reviewed. The ad hoc Working Group made the
recommendations given below for the methods of analysis provisions in the draft Sugar Standard.

MEMBERSHIP OF THE AD HOC WORKING GROUP ON METHODS OF ANALYSIS

The following countries and organizations participated in the Working Group: Cameroon, Canada,
Germany, Hungary, India, the Philippines, Spain, the United Kingdom, the United States of America, CFFS,
ICUMSA, WSRO.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE AD HOC WORKING GROUP ON METHODS OF
ANALYSIS

The ad hoc Working Group discussed Conference Room Document 2 and other verba suggestions made
during its meetings.

The Working Group was adso aware of the Codex requirements for laboratory quality standard
requirements for laboratories involved in the import/export of foods.
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GENERAL COMMENT

SUBMITTED COMMENTS

Canada: The proposed revisions include a statement that “ Those countries proposing new methods for
inclusion in the Standard for Sugars were invited to send them directly to the CCMAS for consideration for
endorsement.” It is Canada's position that methods must receive approva from the Sugar Committee
before they are committed for endorsement by CCMAS. Therefore any new methods must be sent to the
Sugars Committee first not CCMAS.

COMMENTSAND CONCLUSIONS OF WORKING GROUP: ACCEPTED BY WORKING GROUP
SECTION 6.1.3: POLARISATION IN POWDERED SUGAR
PRESENT REQUIREMENTS

ICUMSA (1994) GS 2/3-1, after filtration if necessary to remove any anti-caking agent (endorsed as Type
).
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SuBMITTED COMMENTS

ICUMSA: With respect to measurement of Polarisation of powdered sugar to which starch has been added
ICUMSA agrees to the addition of sentence “Where the anticaking agent is starch, removal by filtration or
centrifugation may not be possible. So ICUMSA is devel oping another method for such agents.”

CEFS. When starch is present, filtration is not always possible. Propose to add a sentence indicating that
polarisation is not measurable for atechnical reason in powdered sugar containing starch.

COMMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF WORKING GROUP

The Working Group accepts comments and suggests that a footnote to the Standard be given: “Care needs
to be taken if anti-caking agents such as starch are present as the method may then not be appropriate.” It
was noted that the CEFS representative was of the opinion that the determination of powdered sugar
containing starch was not aways feasible but that the white sugar used to make the powdered sugar should
meet the White Sugar Standard.

ACTION:

Maintain: ICUMSA (1994) GS 2/3-1, after filtration if necessary to remove any anti-caking agent.
(endorsed as Type I1).

Include a footnote: “Care needs to be taken if anti-caking agents such as starch are present as the method
may then not be appropriate.”

SECTION 6.8.1 SULFUR DIOXIDE IN WHITE SUGAR, PLANTATION OR MILL WHITE
SUGAR, SOFT WHITE SUGAR AND SOFT BROWN SUGAR, POWDERED SUGAR,
POWDERED DEXTROSE AND RAW CANE SUGAR

PRESENT REQUIREMENTS
ICUMSA (1998) GS 2/3-35/ NMKL 135 (1990) / EN 1988-2 (1998)
SUBMITTED COMMENTS

ICUMSA requests ICUMSA (1998) GS 2/3-35 be retained. This method is applicable horizontally in foods
and also employs safe reagents

COMMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF WORKING GROUP

The Indian delegation suggested that ICUMSA method (1994) GS2-33 (rosaniline procedure) be also
permitted as an aternative Type |1l method. This was accepted by the Working Group. However it was
noted that this method employed potentially carcinogenic reagents and so should be used with care.

ACTION: Replace by
ICUMSA (1998) GS 2/3-35/ NMKL 135 (1990) / EN 1988-2 (1998) (Type || method) and
ICUMSA method (1994) GS2-33 (Type || method).

SECTION 6.10: ARSENIC

PRESENT REQUIREMENTS

AOAC 952.13 (Codex general method) or ICUMSA (1994) GS 2/3 — 25,
SUBMITTED COMMENTS

ICUMSA requests that in addition to methods listed suggest addition of ICUMSA (1994) GS2/3-23 (which
is to become method ICUMSA (2000) GS2/3 — 23 in 2000.)
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COMMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF WORKING GROUP

The Working Group accepted the ICUMSA request. It noted that the AOAC INTERNATIONAL method
may be dated but that in future it was probable that for trace el ements a performance based approach would
be adopted by the Codex Alimentarius Commission (currently under discussion in CCMAYS).

ACTION: Replace by

AOAC 952.13 (Codex general method) (Type Il method), ICUMSA (1994) GS 2/3 - 25 (Type |11 method)
and ICUMSA (1994) GS2/3-23 (Type |11 method).

SECTION 6.11 LEAD

PRESENT REQUIREMENT

AOAC 997.15 - graphite furnace AA method (Type Il method) or ICUMSA (1998) GS 2/3 - 24 (Typelll
method — identical to AOAC method).

COMMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF WORKING GROUP

The Indian delegation suggested that ICUMSA GS 2/1/3 — 27 (1994) be included as a Type IV method.
This was accepted by the Working Group.

ACTION: Replace by

AOAC 997.15 - graphite furnace AA method (Type Il method) or ICUMSA (1998) GS 2/3 - 24 (Type Il
method — identical to AOAC method) and ICUMSA GS 2/1/3 — 27 (1994) (Type IV).

SECTION: ANNEX 2.2: CONDUCTIVITY ASH IN FRUCTOSE
PRESENT METHOD

ICUMSA (1994) GS 2/3 - 17 (Typel)

COMMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF WORKING GROUP

The Working Group accepted the CCMAS recommendation that this method replace ICUMSA (1994) GS
1/3/4/7/8 — 13.

ACTION: MAINTAIN
ICUMSA (1994) GS 2/3 — 17 (Type )

SECTION: ANNEX 3: INVERT SUGAR CONTENT

GENERAL COMMENT

CEFS commented that ICUMSA is currently examining methods of invert sugar determination. It seems that
current methods could be abandoned in several years and it will then be necessary to adapt the methods of
analysis of the standard for sugars.

COMMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF WORKING GROUP

The Working Group noted this and anticipated that the determination of specific sugars (i.e. individualy
identified sugars, sucrose, fructose etc) would be required in future rather than the determination of
“classical sugars’ (i.e. total sugars determined by a non-specific procedures, e.g. Luff-Schoorl, Lane and
Eynon etc). The development of specific chromatographic methods would be reported on in 2002 at the
next Session of ICUMSA.
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SECTION: ANNEX 3.1 INVERT SUGAR IN WHITE SUGAR (<0.04% M/M)

PRESENT METHOD

ICUMSA (1997) GS 2/3-5 (Type ).

SUBMITTED COMMENTS

ICUMSA requests that ICUMSA (1997) GS 2/3-5 be retained. This and a proposed titrimetric aternative

are to be tested against a new enzymic method during 23'd

Recommendations to be made in 2002.

sesson of ICUMSA with appropriate

COMMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF WORKING GROUP

The Working Group noted that it would be difficult to include more than one Type | method in the
Standard. The decision on which method should be included in the Standard at its next revision should be
made in the light of the ICUMSA work to be reported in 2002.

ACTION: Maintain
ICUMSA (1997) GS 2/3-5 (Type)

SECTION: ANNEX 3.2 INVERT SUGAR IN PLANTATION OR MILL WHITE SUGAR
(0.1% M/M)

PRESENT METHOD
ICUMSA (1994) GS 1/3/7 — 3 (Type | method).
COMMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF WORKING GROUP

The Indian delegation requested that ICUMSA GS 2-6 1998 (Modified Ofner Method) be given in the
Standard because the range of application of the method was more appropriate for the concentrations given
in the draft Standard and also was more scientificaly sound (the lower limit for GS 1/3/7 — 3 is given as
0.25% by ICUMSA).

However, it was noted that this method had only been tentatively adopted by ICUMSA and is presently
being further tested with a view to results being reported in 2002.  When tested on sugars with low invert
sugar content (0.017%) the method was not satisfactory; when tested on 0.04 to 0.09% levels it was found
to be satisfactory. The Modified Ofner method was accepted by the Working Group as being most
appropriate. It also noted that both methods cannot be included in the Standard as they are both Type I,
empirical, procedures

ACTION: Replace by
ICUMSA GS 2-6 1998 (IType | method).

SECTION: ANNEX 7: COLOUR

GENERAL COMMENT

ICUMSA commented that ICUMSA Method ( 1998) GS2-10 is supported for application to white sugars
only. For PMWS, powdered sugars and soft white sugars ICUMSA requests the retention of method
ICUMSA (1994) GS2/3-9.
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SECTION: ANNEX 7.1: COLOUR IN WHITE SUGAR, POWDERED SUGAR, PLANTATION OR
MILL WHITE SUGAR AND SOFT WHITE SUGAR

PRESENT METHOD
ICUMSA (1994) GS2/3-9 (Type | method)
SuBMITTED COMMENTS

India recommends method ICUMSA (1998) GS2-10 is used for determination of colour in white sugars.
See aso ICUMSA comments above.

COMMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF WORKING GROUP

There was extensive discussion on this topic. The Working Group noted that the determination of colour in
sugars is an empirical procedure (i.e. a Codex Type | method) so only one method may be given in the
Standard. The Indian delegation now wished to apply ICUMSA GS 2 — 10 to al sugars listed in 7.1.
However, on circulation of the draft Standard in 1999 the ICUMSA method GS 2 — 9 was given (see
ALINORM 99/25). In response to that document the Indian delegation had commented on its
ingpplicability and wished the method to be replaced by ICUMSA (1998) GS2-10 (see CRD 2) for al white
sugars whilst ICUM SA requested the replacement for only White Sugar.

Some members of the Working Group were therefore hesitant to recommend replacement of GS 2 — 9 by
GS 2 - 10 for other sugars than White Sugar.

This topic had been extensvely discussed a the last ICUMSA Sesson (Berlin, 1998). The
recommendations at from that meeting were:

“The scope of Method GS 2/3 — 9 should state explicitly that the method is not applicable to samples other
than [ICUMSA] white sugars.

Based on the good experiences with the former ICUMSA Method 4 (before 1978) and the results of the
collaborative study of Method GS 2/3 — 10 (1997), this method is adopted as a new Official ICUMSA
method GS 2 — 10 (1998)

It should be noted that results of Methods GS 2/3 — 9 and GS 2 — 10 are principally not comparable, and
the method used should always be stated with the results.”

The method GS 2 —10 is currently being prepared for publication by ICUMSA; the find text is not yet
available.

[I' members of the Working Group wished to replace GS 2/3 — 9 by GS 2 — 10 for white sugar, powdered
sugar and soft white sugar (i.e. for sugars with < 60 ICUMSA Units).

The mgjority of the delegates present at the Working Group wished to replace GS 2/3 —9 by GS 2 — 10 for
plantation or white mill sugar.

The Plenary Session should note that this was the only point of contention within the Working Group.
ACTION; Replace by:

Colour in White Sugar, Powdered Sugar and Soft White Sugar

ICUMSA (1998) GS2-10 (unanimous agreement).

Colour in Plantation or Mill White Sugar

ICUMSA (1998) GS2-10 but noting that there was not unanimity on this recommendation.



