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1. The Seventh Session of the Codex Committece on Food Laballing
under the Chairmanship of the -Government of Canada, was held in
Ottawa, Canada, 5-10 June, 1972. The Session was opened by Mr.

G.F. Osbaldeston, Deputy Minister, Consumer and Corporate Affairs
Department. Dr. D.G. Chapman, Director, Food Advisory Bureau,
Health Protection Branch, Departmenit of National Health and Welfare,
was Chairman of the Session. Representatives from 24 countries were
preseni.. Observers were present from 7 internpational organizations
(See Appendix I for the List of Participants).

The delegation of Argentina, speaking on behalf of the Spanish
speaking delegates, thanked the host country for the provision of
documentation and simultaneous interpretation into Spanish.

Adoption of the Agenda

2. The Comnittee adopted the Provisional Aganda with a slight re-
arrangement, reversing the order of the related items dealing with
Claims and Advertising. The Delecations of Denmark and the United
States of America drew the attention of the Committee to certain
other points which they intended to raise under "Other Business".

It was agreed that the nutritional aspects of claims should he
discussed under the item dealing with Claims, and the other points
would be treated under Item 10 of the Agenda ("Other Business").

Endorszment of Labelling Provisions in Codex Commodity Standards
at Step §.

Canned Corned Recf

3. It was noted that at the Sixth Session meeting of the Codex
Committee on Processed Meat Products (ALINORIi 72/16), the only stan-
dard which had heen advanced to Step 8 was that for Canned Corned
Beef. The relevant sections from the Report and the Draft Standard
were contained in the document CX/TL 72/11.

The Committee took note of the discussion in paragraph 73 of
the report of the Sixth Session Sf the Codex Conmittee on Processed
Meat Products relative to the name of the food. The Committee en—~
dorsed the present name and noted that it would be possible to use
this name in conjunction with sunplementary information to the con-
sumer .
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It was noted that the wording in the standard as to "list of
ingredients" differed from the General Standard as it referred to
"descending order of guantity by weight m/m" rathow than "descending
order of proportion". The Committee agrecd that the wording "des=
cending ordcr of proportion" was commonly understood to mean "by
weight". It was agreed that the wording suggested by the Commodity
Committee was clearer and more specificbut that the original wording
in the General Standard should be rctained for the time being in
ovder not to affect the standards already sent out to governmants
for acceptance. When the General Standard for Labelling of Pro-
Packagad Foods is reviewed for possible amendment, this point should
be raised again.

The Delegation of Argentina drew the Committne's attention to
the fact that in their legislation, declaration of country of origin
was mandatory and that this information should be indelibly printed
in clear on both the can and the label.

Corned Beef - Additional provisions for lot identification.

The Committee was informed that Section 6.6 of the standard
was similar to provisions included in other draft standards ela-
borated by the Codex Committee on Processed Meat Products and that
the intention was to require the container itself and not any label
or wrapper attached thereto to be marked with information which
would cunable the product to be traced at any time, which was impor-
tant for hygicne and safety control purposces. Somae delegations 2x-
pressed the vicw that the refercence to "the establishment numboar®
was inappropriate and unnecessarily restrictive since the term was
not defined either in the draft standard or in the Recommended
General Standard for Food Labelling and since all manufacturers of
corned beef and other canned meat would not necessarily have an
establishment nuieher. The Committee noted that the provisions in-
cluded in Sections 6.6.1 and 6.6.2, and in particular the use of an
establishmznt numb2r represented general practice in relation to
canned meat products and that some of the provisions might bhe
required by legislation or international practices, e.g. those con-
nected with meat inspection. However, thes Cormmittee considered that
it would he preferable to elaborate a provision which did not refer
to an establishment numbsr especially as provision for lot identi-
fication had already been endorsed in some of the Recommznded Stan-
dards for Fish and Fishery Products, e.g. canned tuna, canned shrimps
and prawns and Canned Pacific Salmon, as follows:

"6.6 Lot Identification

The following provisions apply to marking on the container
itself and not to marking on any label or wrapper attached
thereto: .

The container shall be permanently and indelibly marked in
code or in cleay so as to identify the manufacturer and the
country, place and date of manufacture."”

The Committee noted that the effect of the provision would be
similar to that of the provision elaborated by the Codex Committee
on Processed Meat Products and that where an establishment numbexr
was available it could be used to identify the manufacturer and tho
place of manufacture. The Committee also noted that IS0 code
R 90/1952 dealt with the guestion of international codes for desig-

nating countrics of origin.
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The Committee decided to delete the present section 6.6 and
replace it by the provision noted above dealing with lot identifi-
cation.

s

The labelling provisions of this standard werce endorsed as
amended.

General Points covering all endorsemznts, whare anpropriate.

Concerning the name and address, the Delcgation of Sweden indi-
cated, as a gcneral point, that according to their legislation the
name and address of the manufacturer or packer always has to bhe
printed on the label of a food product.

As a general point, the Committec noted that whon Codex Comino-
dity Committees proposce changes in the wording of the lahelling
sections of their standards, which diffcr from those in the General
Standard, their repnorts should clearly indicate the reasons for such
deviations.

The: labelling vrovisions for the declaration of the syrup
strengchs of canned mandarin oranges and canned pecars were endovsed
tentatively subject to the resolution of the problem of various
syrup stren¢gihs at the Ninth Session of the Codex Committee on
Processed TFruits and Vegetables.

Similarly, the Delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany
drew attention to the fact that it could not endoise the lahelling
provisions for artificial colour and flavourings in a number of the
products, pending the decisions of the Codex Committee on Proccesed
Fruits and Vegetables at its Ninth Session.

As a general point, the Delegation of Austria, the Federal
Republic of Germany, and Sweden drew the Committee's attention to
the fact that they used the weight of the ingoing product at the
time of the filling as a measure of net contents as well as the
net weight of the total product.

The Delegate of Japan stated that, in its view, the standards
should provide for a mandatory declaration of the date of manufacture
in the labelling provisions for each food to be considered for en-

dorsemant.

It was recommended that the word "specific" be deleted in the
preamble to all these standards since it implied that all the sub-
sections quoted in the labelling provisions were specific provisions
whereas come of them were general provisions common to all labellina
pyovisions in Codex standards. A number of delegates supported thig
idea, pointing out that the repetition of the same phrases was not

useful, although some delegates felt that it was advantageous to have

all the positive requircments listed in the labelling provisions of
each standard. o

Referring to the declaration of Vitamin C, the Delegation of
Sweden pointed out that according to their legislation the type and
amount of vitamins contained in the product, must be declared if a
claim ahout vitamins appoars on the label.

o



Canned Mandarin Oranges

After taking note of the above general reservations, the Com-
mittee on Food Labelling endorsed labelling proviszions of the stan-
dard for canned mandarin oranges. )

Canned Pears

The labelling provisions in the Codex Standard for Lhe cann=d
pears were endorsed by the Committee. The Delegation of Australia
pointed out the inconsistency in requiring the namz of the variety
of pear juice when this differed from the name of the varicty of
pears, while there was no requirvement to name the variety of pears
when the variety of pears and the variety of juice was the sano.

Tomato Concentrate

The Delegate of Canada raised the question of the fact that
the mandatory name of the product appears to be only Tomato Con-
centrate (8.2.1) and yet, under 8.1.2, other names are permitted to
replace this name. It was indicated that this nom2nclature was
carefully worked out by the Commodity Committee and is closely tied
in with the compositional recquirements for this product. The Com-
mittee then endorsed all the labeslling provisions for this standaxd.

Canned Peas

It was pointed out by the Delegation of Trinidad and Tobhago that
it would be necessary for them to make a deviation in the acceptance
of t'-'s standard as to the name of tlie product since the product
known as Green Peas applied to a different botanical species in their
country. The other possibility was the dcvelopment of another name
for the product to be regarded as "an equivalent description used in
the country in which the product is intended to be sold."

The Observer from the International Organization of Consumaers'
Unions, was of the opinion that drained weight rather than net woight
wac more informative for peas packed in brine. The technical diffi-
culties of determining drained weight were pointed out and it was
indicated that it depended on the maturity of the peas, which would
reguire adjustmeonts of the label statemont during a packing season.

The labelling provisions for canned peas were endorsed by the Com-
mittee, unchanged.

Vinifera Type Grape Juice

The Delegation of Canada asked why the declaration of thg '
presence of sulphur dioxide was listed under 9.6.5 under "Additional
Requirements" rather than under 9.2, "List of Ingredients". The
Committce noted that sulphur dioxide was listed under Section 6 of
the standard and not under ingredients and, therefore, it was agreed
to retain the original draft.

The Committee agreed to revise 9.2.1 for the sake of clarity
so that it would read "a complete list of ingredients shall be
declared on the label in descending order of propoxrtion, except
that water added for reconstitution of juice according to paragraph 2
of this standard need not be declared". A number of delzsgations did
not see the necessity for this revision of 9.2.1.
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As a ¢general point in this and the following fruit juice stan-
dards, the Committec noted the objections of the Federal Republic of
Germany and Switzerland +o the reguirements for the listing of as-
corbic acid as such, in the list of ingredients.

With rcgard to the section on Country of Origin, the Committee
considercd that Sub-section 9.5.2, which had been derived from the
General Standard for Food Labelling, did not appcar to apply to the
specific problem of reconstituted juices. Several delegations ware
of the opinion that the reconstitution of fruit jJuice did not chanqge
the nature of the product and, therefore, could not be considered as
a form of processing, vhereas others were of the contrary opinion.

It was. therefore agreed that the Joint ECE/Codex Group of Experts on
the Standardization of Fruit Juices was the appropriate ¢group and re-
quested it to consider in detail, in the light of the above statements,
what the declaration of country of origin should be for a reconstituted
Juice and also for blends of mixtures of juices from concentrates of
different origins. The Committee noted that the other standavrds for
fruit juices which had been advanced to step 9 of the procedurc con-
tained the same provisions as appearcd in the present standard and
therefore agreed to endorse the whole s=2ction relating to the Country
of Origin, noting that the standard would he considered by the Com-
mission at its next session at Step 8. The Delegations of France,

the Federal Republic of Germany, Switzcrland, and Japan, although they
were willing to take into consideration the section on Country of
Origin, had reservations about endorsing these provisions.

Concentrated Apple Juice

'ne Nelegation of Argentina indicated that in connection with
paragraphs 8.1 and 8.7, their legislation reguired that the volumes
of water neaded to be added to a concentrate to reconstitute the
juice must be stated on the label. - The labelling provisions in this
standard were endorsed by the Committee, with the usual general pro-
visos.

Concentrated Orange Juice

The labelling provisions in this standard were endorsed by the
Committee, subject to the usual general reservations which appear in
paragraphs 6-13 of this report.

Vinifera Type Concentrated Grape Juice

The labelling provisions in this standard were endorsed by the
Committee, subject to the general reservations expressed in para-
graphs 6-13 of this report. :

‘Infant Formula

After considerable discussion on section 9.2 "The Name of the
Food", in order to make the use of this generic name more specific
and to cover all possible difficultics which might arise from non-
specific designation of this food, the section was amended to read
as follows:

"9.2.1 The name of the product shall be "Infant Formula"
of any appropriate designation in accordance with national
usage".



"9.2.2 In addition, the name of the product shall be
gqualificd by a designation of the cszential natuce of the
food to indicate if it is

(a) Dbasaed on mill: (s20 section 3.3 of the standaxd) or

(L)  freo from milk and mill prodaucts or

(c) frec from soya products or

(d)  free from other products of similar nutritional or
allergenic impociance. "

However, some delegations said that the original wording of the name
of the food in the standard was satisfactory.

The Committee endorsed the special provisions for listing vitamins
and mincrals, noting that this was the nor:al .y of listing such in-
gredicnts.  The Delegation of tho United Xingdom indicaiad its oprosition
to the decision to endorse these provisions in 9.3.1 as it was not
convinced that it was nz2cessary to depart from the normal pro~adure

laid down in the Genoral Standard for Food Labelling under which
ingrodicents rmst ba declared in descending ovdor of proportion.
The tnited Xingdom Doelegation's suggestion that if any deparkture
Lfi particular case it would be essontial for the
prctoction of the consumer that there zhould he
specific control over the way in which the ingredients should be
listed. The United Kingdom added that it would have preferred to
see any special provision for a declaration to ba claborated on
the following lines:

"A complete list of ingredients shall be declared on the
label in descending order of proportion except that added
vitamins or added minerals may be listed separately in des-

cending order of proportion or in alphabetical order."

Under the heading "Declaration of Nutritive Value" (9.4), the
Delegation of Poland raised the point that in their opinion the
standard needs a declaration that the product meets normal nutri-
tional requirements of infants up to a stated age. The Delegation
of Sweden pointed out that in their country, nutritional values
nust be expressed per 100 grams cf weight and not by volume, and
that calories likewise must be expressed per 100 grams.

Concerning the country of origin, the Delegation of Poland
indicated that in their opinion, the country of origin should bhc
declared in all casocs.

. It was also aqreed that, under the Section "Additional Raquire-
ments", should appear the statcment under 5.8 dealing with lot
identification, that is, "the date of manufacture or the date of
expiry shall be declarcd in clecar". 1In addition, the Deleyation
of the Netherlands was of tho Opinion that proper storage instruc-
tions for the unopened food package should also be givaen. (See 2.9
= Information for Utilization).

Endorsement of Labelling Provisions at Stewn 7 of the Proc

the lil;él)g;izﬁg‘yw of is - DPr

Loand Mill Produce Standards - SCEH5OS

The Chairman of the Committcce in reviewing the present situation
as rcgard to these standards, rosalled the previous decision of fhw
Committee not to endovsc the labelling provisions of thanse standaxrds
unless a complote list of ingredients was declared on the label. 1t
Was noted that the -Joint FAQ/WH0 Committee of Govormant Expoerts on
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the Code of Principles concorbing Milk and Milk Products at its Four-
teenth Session had reconsidered this problem and had made a compromise
proposal which was contained in paragraph 56 of its report (CX 5/70-
l4th). The Committce agreed that the reasons advanced for thé non-
declaration of certain ingredients were not sufficicent to warrant
exemption from the genaral provisions of a complete list of ingroe-
dicnts and reiterated their decision that all ingredicnts must be
declarad on the label. 1In this connection, the Delegations of
Denrmar). and the Netherliands drew the Committee's attention to

Seciion 3.2 (a) (3) of the Goneral Standard for the Lab~lling of
Pre-paciiaged Toodes which allowed for an exemphticon from a umnlﬂ*

list of ingredients and wvhich thev considerod wos apnlicable in

this case

Endorscrent of the thnlllnq PVOV"'Ons et _Step 5 of tha Procedure

K Ploouut Standards - Yoghurt

for tho J]aboran1nn oi_Miik and h“

The Committee agread that as the standard still contained pro-
visions which have not yet been clarified, such as the heat treat-
ment. of yoghurt, it would be premature to consider it in detail at
the present moment. However, the Delegation of Poland stated that
they considered that tho "fat content" should be declarcd as a per-
centage fat in figures rather than by using descriptive words. The
Committice pointed out that a full declaration of ingredicnts would
be useful in products of this nature as well as an indication as to
whether the specific names of food additives or class names should
be used.

Advertising of Food

The Committee had hefore it the documant CX/FL 72/7 and its
Anncexes dealing with advertising. After considevable gen<ial dis-
cussion of the que:stion of the advertising of foods, and in parti-
cular as to whethes the Committee should develop a Code of Practice
for Food Advertising, most delegations thought that to develop a
Code of Practice for Food Advertising at this point in time should
not be proceeded with, although the intarest of the Committee in the
question of advertising remained. Some delegations pointed out that
advertising has a role to play in consumer education. The Committee
also agreed that, for the tiwe Loing, a general guideline with res-
pect to advertising should be developed, and adopted the proposal by
the Delecgation of Sweden which read as follows:

"Food shall not be described or presented in any form of
advertising in a manner which is contradictory to the General
Principles laid down in Section 2 of the Reconmended General
Standard for the Labkelling of Pre-packaged Foods."

It was agreed that this gencral guideline should be applied to all
foods, whether they were pre-vackaged or not. The Observer from
the International Chambers of Commerce indicated that his organiza-
tion would be willing to consider the inclusion in their code, in
the section relating to special categories of products, appropriate
paragraphs on foods. Th2 Committce noted with interest this aspect
of the work of ICC in the continual development and review of the
Code of Practice for Advertising. The Committec agreed that a use-
ful discussion had taken place on the subjcct of food advertising
and agreed that in principle all advertising relative to food should
be consistent with the General P'rinciples of Food Labelling as con-
tained in Section 2 of the Gencral Standarvd.




34. The Delegation of thec Federal Republic of Germany drcw the
attention of the Committce to the problem of a special kind of
advertising, that is, the cntry in a mail-order catalogue of a’
description of a food and asked that at some future date the Com-
mittee should consider how this should be regulated, particularly
since such catalogues are ciculated internationally.

Draft Code of Practice for Advertising of Infant Foods

35. The Committee noted that the consideration of Draft Code of
. Practice for Advertising of Infant Foods was to he considered under
Item 7 (b) of the Agenda (as centained in Document CY/FL 72/10) .
The Committee agreed that their general decisions rclating to ad-

" vertising of foods were equally applicable to this subject and esx-
pressed its appreciation of the work of IOCU in wreparing this
document.

Claims
36, The Committee had before it a working paner on claims (CX/TFL

72/6) with its Annexes which gave the background to the problecm.

The question of claims was discussed in considerable depth by
the Committee. In connaction with the General Princivles in
Section 2 of the General Standard for the Labelling of Pre-packaged
Foods, some delegations considered that, in their oninion, those
provisions were not sufficient to cover the problem of claims or
assertions. These delegations felt that an additional paragranh in
Section 2 to cover this matter would bz appropciate. As an cxemnle,
the followin,, tentative suggestion was made:

"When a label mentions a particular property concerning
the food to which it is attached, this propsrty must be able
to be proven by the person who makes the claim. By 'a parti-
cular property' is meant claims concerning properties giving
rise to effects favourable to health."

However, other delegations considered that the negative control in
Section 2 was adequate to cover this question and that no addition
was necessary.

37. Some delegations caasidered that it was necessary to define
what was meant by a claim and also to define certain specific
categories, such as dietetic and therapeutic claims. The following

examples of possible definitions were tentatively suggested:

"'A claim' means an assertion on a label of a food that a

.- food has special qualities or properties normally not found
in a food of that kind and calculated to enhance its nutri-
tive, dietetic, therapeutic or organoleptic value or to make

' the food more attractive in any other way to the consumes .
It includes assertions of selectivity in choice of raw mate-
rials and of special care in harvesting, handling, or proces-
sing designed to produce a better quality of product (but not
simply good hygiene practice). It does not include meaningless
superlatives."

"A ‘'dietetic claim' means a claim which relatss to the fact
of presence, at higher than normal level, or of absence of a
particular substance by reason of which the implication arises
that the food is suitable for a special dietary purpose."
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"A 'therapeutic claim' is a dietetic claim which asserts
suitability for a disease, disorder or physiological condition.™"

The Committee agreed that it was desirable to devise controls
for certain claims of a particular nature rather than claims in
general. The following specific arcas of claims were cited:

Claims which deal with normal constituents of foods, such as,

enerqy, fat carbohydrate, amino acid, alcohol and
protein content;

Other claims. such as,

health in its widest aspect;
vitamins and minerals;

welght reduction and slinming;

reduction in calorie, starch or carbohydrate content;
foods for particular diseases, e.g., diabetes;

the use of the term "natural";

"organic" food;

religious or ritual preparation of foods.

It was recognized that the elaboration of criteria for the jus-
tification of claims of this nature would also be desirable and that
steps should be taken to develop such criteria, taking into account
the work of other special Committees, such as the Joint FAO/WHO Expert
Committees on Nutrition and, in particular, the work of Codex comnodity
committees such as the Codex Committee on 'oods for Special Dietary Uses.
These criteria should also take into account the needs of the con-
sumer for factual and meaningful information. Several delegations
considered that where statements or claims were made for products
of a particular nature, then these statements should be as uniform
as possible.

The Committee agreed that Governments should be invited to
comment, in the light of the above discussion, on:

(a) the need, if any, for a revision of Section 2 of the
General Standard for the Labelling of Pre-packaged Foods, and
on possible wordings for such revision (see para. 36);
(b) the wording for the definition of 'claim' and possible
categories of claims (see para. 37 above);

(c) the possibility of developing within the framework of
the Codex Alimentarius criteria for the justification of
claims in the areas specified in para. 38 above, to suggest
any other areas, and to comment on the possibility of devel-
oping uniform statements concerning these claims for use in
Codex standards.
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Date-marking

The Committee had before it document CX/FL 72/6 and its Annenxo I
and II the latter of which contained a paper on date-marking of a
general nature from Uorway, which was of similar intent to the Racli-
ground Documents A, B and C prcpared by the Fed=zral Republic of Ger-
many, the International Organization of Consum~rs' Unions, and Sweden,
respectively. The Committee also had bhefore it a re-issue of docu-
ment CCFL/63/11 which vas a memorandum from Sweden concerning storage
directives for pre-packaged foods presented to the Fourth Session of
the Codex Committee on Food T, helling.

After considervable discussion, the Committez was of the goeneyal
opinion that some form of date-marking in clear was desirable for
certain types of food products.

The Committec also agreed that the primary purpose of datc-marking
in clear is to assist in providing consumars with a fresh product of
good cquality. (It was the opinion of scveral delcgations that date-
marking in clear was only intended as an indication of quality and
not as a guarantee of quality or as a means of health control.) It
was notecd that control measures, such as, lot identification, for
which codes or open dates might be used, allowed for the possibility
of rccalling the foods, to ensurc the fitness of food for human con-
sumption and to assist in the rotation of stock. :

The Committee discussed in detail the many various typves of date-
marking. It was generally recognized that it would be desirable to
limit thc numbzr of options which could b2 used on the labels of
foods to which Codex standards apply. Many delegations were of the
opinion that the types of date-marking might be restricted to five,
namely,

(1) date of production or manufacture;

(2) date of packaging;

(3) "sell-by" or "pull" date;

(4) date of minimum durabhility;

(5) expiry date or estimated last consumption date.

Some delegations expressed the view that the da.» of manufccture or
the production date with one other type of date-marking would be
adequate, whereas other delegations favoured using only one
specific form of date-marking. Several delegations pointed out the
difficulties of adopting a common system of open date-marking in
some countries, bearing in mind such problems as differences in
climate, transport, etc. These delegations stated that in their
opinion the only possibility at the moment was an open date of
manufacture for international trade. The Committee agreced that the
various types of date-marking should be listed and defined to facil-
itate discussion at a future session of this Committee.

The Committee recognized that the type of date-marking on pre-
packaged foods was closely linked with the tyne of food which should
be date-marked in clecar. It noted that the two main categories of
foods with respect to date-marking could arbitrarily be defined as
"long" life and "short" life products.
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As rcgards long-life products, thess are stable for long periods
of time when kept properly, c.g. heat-sterilized canned foods. For
these products some delegations thought that a date in clear was
essential buc a number of delegations were of the opinion that a date
of manufacture or packaging was the only type of date which could be
usad to inform the consumer of the age of the food. Othoer delegations
felt that on long-life products an ownzn date is not necessary. It
was also recognized that many of the products for which standards were
bzing elaborated by the Codaex Alimencarius Cormmission fell within this

group.

The Committece noted that short-life foods were usually highly
perishable pre-packaged foods, often with a life of less than 30 days.
This category includes many fresh animal products such as meat, eggs,
fish, dairy products, etc., and in certain cases cxtends to semi-
preserved foods. Tor these types of foods, it was recognized that a
date of manufacture or packaging was not necessarily sufficient or
mzaningful in informing the consumer regarding the freshness of the
procduct and that for these products, other types of date-marking
(see para. 43) might be nceded. Some delegations were of the opinion
that dietary, infant and baby foods required open date-marking because
of the possibility of deterioration of the nutritive valu2 of the
products, even though there may not be a loss in overall quality.

The Delegation of Sweden pointed out to the Committee that the dif-
ference between long-life and short-life food products frequently
depends on how the products have been stored.

The Committee then considered the need for storage instructions
on the labels of certain food products whose freshness and quality
arc largely dependent upon the conditions under which these products

are held.

Some delegations were of the opinion that storage instructions
should only be used when necessary to ensure that the food be kept
so as to maintain its quality. In the opinion of many delegations,
storage and handling instructions would he needed for a number of

foods.

The attention of the Committee was drawn to the significant
changes which had taken place in recent years in the positions of
some governments, and increasing consumer awareness regarding
the problem of date-marking. Several delegations indicated that it
was the intention of their governments to introduce open date-marking
for pre-packag=2d food products and in this connection the Delegation
of Austria requested that the Codex Committee on Food Labelling com-
pile a document containing information on measures planned by member
countries in the field of date-marking to assist in the harmonization

of legislation on this matter.

Taking into account the discussion up to this point, the Delegation
of the Federal Republic of Germany proposed the addition of a new
section to the General Standard for the Labelling of Pre-packaged
Foods dealing with the subject of date-marking and storage instruc-
tions in a general way and vhich read as follows:

"If a date is indicated on a label or on a container, it
shall be stated in clear. It shall bie understandable to the

consumexr which date is applied.
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The ablove Paragraph does not apply to date—marking intended
to be useq exclusively for control purposes.

‘ Datejmarking shall be supplemented by storage instructions
1f quality or durability depends on maintaining certain tem-

The Delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany pointed out
inter alia that the indication of an open date for control purposes
would be possible in spite of the wording in the second paragraph
of its Proposal, if a Codex Commodity Committee decides SO in
accordance with Section 5.1 of the General Standard for the Label.-
ling of Pre-packaged I'oods.

Although some delecgations expressed themselves ip agreement in
Principle with the suggasted amendment, the Committee agreed that
it was not timely to Propose such an amendment and consider all itg
POssible implications.

the need for using open date-marking in relation to the particular
pProducts for which they were elaborating standards. 71t wvas - further
agreed that the Codex Committee on Food Labelling, when endorsing

the labelling pProvisions of standards, would verify that the problems
of onen date~marking and storage instructions hag indeed been con-
sidei:q by Codex commodity committees.

The Delegation of Austria requested that the Commission be
asked to inform other international organizations, such as GATT,
EFTA and EEC, working in the field of non-tariff trade barriers,
of the work being done by the Conmission on date—marking. The
Committee noted that this dig not only apply to date—marking but
is ¢qually applicable to all decisions within the Codex Alimentarius
Commission relating to international standardization which are
available, in any event, to these international‘bodies.

After the discussion of date~marking the Swedish delegate
Stated that, although his delegation agreed to the results the
Committee hag achieved on these questions, the Purpose of date-
marking should, from the Swedish point of view, be more specific
and be defined, as it appeared in the Swedish Background Document c
with the following clarifying revisions:

"The purpose of this kind of labelling is to give Satisfactory
information about the correct way to keep or store fresh foods
and other perishable foodstuffs and, with this ag guidance,
inform about the date until which such products can be used by
the consumer without risk of being unfit for human Consumption, "

Reflecting this bPurpose, the Swedish delegate sSuggested that
”date—marking" should have the prefix "durability", or "keeping-
life" as it aims to inform about the main fact the average con-
Sumer wants to know and that is:

"How long does a certain food Keep fit for consumption?"”

Net Contentsg
——= Utents

The Committee had before it a Working Paper (CX/FL 72/8) on
Approaches to Determining Net Contents for Enforcement Purposes,
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which included statistical sampling plans and an Anncy containing
prcvious comuents of governments on tolerated discrepancics batween
the label declaration of content and actual content. There was also
a backgcound document which discussed the definitions of the correoct
label marking of net contents and dealt in detail with the statiu-
tics entitied "Acceptance Samplling of Tackaged Commodities" by

G.E. Anderson of the Canadian Dzpartment of Consumer and Corporatc
Affairs. A number of delegations expressed their apprcciation of
the paper which set forth in a reasoned way the assumptions behind
comnmon practice in their countries.

It was pointed out that in the original drafting of the General
Standard for the Labelling of Pre-packaged Food, when the topic of
net contents had been discussed at the Second Session of this Com-—
mittee (ALINORM 66/22, para. 23) that the following statement ex-
plaining this provision appeared:

"The requireizints for the declaration of net contents shall
be deemad to have been complied with when the net contents
from an adequate sample of the containers meet, on the average,
the net contents declaration, provided that there is no unrea-
sconable shortage in an individual container.’

This guestion was raised again at the Fifth Session of this
Committee and it was interpreted as a need to define more precisely
the terms used in the above quotation, such as "adeguate sample”
and "unreasonable shortaye".

The worlking paper attempted to solve these problems. The first
guestion put to the m2eting was whether the Committee would confirm
that net contents meant average contents and not minimum net contents.
Since the proposed definition of the correct declaration of net con-
tents of a lot of packayed goods, suggested in the worling paper,
qualified the average in order to define "unreasonable shortage", by
reguiring the selection of statistical parameters, a number of dele-
gations were not convinced that the Cudex Committee on Food Labelling
was the competent body to discuss this problem. In addition, they
pointed out that this proposal differed from national practice in
many cases.

It was indicated that the proposal applied to shipments in de-
finable lots at the point of import. However, at the Fourth Session
of this Committee (ALINORI 69/22, para. 29) -

"The Committee again concluded that, in general, the declared
net contaents be present at the time of retail sale but decided
not to put that phrascecology in the general standard."

This statement apparently apneared in that report in response to
the requests of a number of countries which enforce this matter at
the retail level on individual samples where the statistical approach
involving assumption of uniform lots is not possible.

Although many countries reaffirmed that they would be prepared
to accept net contents on an average basis as indicated in the
Second Report of this Committee (ALINORM 66/22, para. 23) othexrs
did not. It was decided that this was such an important matter of
principle that it should be brought before the next meeting of the
Commission with a note of the previous conclusions of the Committee
in order that a clear decision be wade. On the Lasis of that de-
cision, the Commission should then decide whether the matter should
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9o before the Codex Committen on Methods of Analysis ang Sampling.

It was also Suggested that, if any future woyi vere envisaged, gtq-
tistical Sampling schemes could he developed for various types of foog
Products depending on their deyrec of homogeneity, and from such

- schemesg developed by the Codex Committee on Methods of Analysis anpg

Sampling, Codwx commodity Committees could select the appropriate
plan for their specific Products.

Other“BuSineﬁg

The Delegation of Norvay drew the attentiop Of the Committee to
the Consequences of international regulation on fooq labelling which
May have g Testrictive effect on trade. They pointed out that there
1S a need for bettor Cu-ordination between Countries of similar
language SO that manufacturerg could use uniform labels for such
Countrics. This problem Yas relevant tg tha many riinor variationsg
in regulatory detail, such as, the question Of size of type.

The Delegation of Norway was of the opinion that thig pProblem wasg
vital to the work of the Codex Alimentarius and thercfore requeasteod
that the attention of the Commission be drawn to this matter.

The Delegation Of the United Stateg Of America Suggested that
consideration be given to the possibility of including a statemant
in the general Principles of the CGeneral Standard for Labelling of
Pre~pacxaged Foods to the effect that Pesticide residues complying
with legal tolerances should not pe required to pe listed on the
label or to accompany the produce when sold at the retail leve].
This question wasg raised in connection with the requirement for the
declaration of pesticide residues in Cartain Countries resulting
from POst-harvest besticide treatment on citrus fruits, €.g. the
use of diphenyl]. The Delegation_of the Uniteq States of America
Was of the Opinion that such a declaration Created non-tariff
barriers which favour those Countries with shorter shipping dis-~
tances. Tpe Delegyation of the U.s.A. considered that NO distinction
should pe made at retai) between Pesticide residues Tesulting from
POst-harvest treatment and those Tesulting from Pre~-harvest treat-
ment when the pPesticide residues were perfectly safe and withinp
the permitteq legal tolerarces. Some delegations indicated that in
their country these pProducts were Considered to be Preservativesg
and subject to labelling Tequirements for fooq additives, The Com-
mittee noted that definitions of pestinide residues, - foog additives
and cortaminants are Presently under Consideration,

The Delegation of Denmark Suggested that the Committee should
Consider ang discuss at some future date the meritg of nutritiona]
labelling. It was Tecognized that this wasg connected to some ex-
tent to the pProblem of Claims which Inay be made for Nutritional
value. The Delegation Oof Denmark fels, however, that there was a
distince Adifference Latween these types of Clailms and arn interna-
tionally uniform designation of the labelling of the nutritive
Content of foods.

The Delegation of Denmark a@lso raisegq the question of the
Problem of unit Pricing of foouds. Many delegations pointed out
that unit Pricing was a matter which applied to many non-fooq
Products ang e@xpressed doubt ag to whethor Pricing fe1l within
the scope of this Committee, It vas also noted that the General
Standard for the Labelling of Pre—packaged Fools made nNo referonce
to prices or to the Yay in which they may he bPresented on the label.
The Delegation of Switzerlang Indicated that a Mandatory declara-
tion of unit Pricing for products solg in Non=standardizeg Sizag,
vhether imported Or sold on the domestic market, would £00n hecome
legislation in their country.
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The problem of new class titles for ingredients, such as
scasonings, condiments and phosrhates, was raised by the Delegation
of Dermark. It wan noted that the Codex Comnittee on Food Additives
had considered at its reccnt session a class name for phosphates
and had not reached any conclusions. Some delcegations considered
that the generic name "phosphates” could be included in the list
of class titles for ingredients when the Codex Committree on Food
Additives obtainad data as to the exackt technological possibilitics
of the usce of thesno substances, and a precise definition as to
exactly which substances weve to be covered. The Committee agreed
that the attention of the Codey Commodity Committees should be
drawn to the ncod for stating clear and cogcent reasons for any
new class titles which they may suggest.

The D2Jegation of Denmark proposed the addition of the following
paragraph to thce Goneval Princinles of the Cereral Standard on the
Labelling of Pre-packaged Foods.

"Pre-paclkaged foods shall be lahalled with such additional
mandatory information as the evolution in food marchandising
and processing requires, and which thes Food Labelling Committee
recommznds, and the Commission approves."

The Committee appreciated this point of view and took note of
the general meaning bohind the proposal.

The Secretariat dvew the attention of the Committce to the
request of the Codex Commilttee on Cocoa Products and Chocolate
(ALINORM 72/10), para. 59), that the guestion be examined as to
whether very small units should be exempted from a complete
declaration of ingredients on thz label.

It was also pointed out that this was a problem which was
not exclusive to chocolate products but also concerned many
Other commodities. The Delcgation of Sweden stated that accor-
ding to their legislation, small units weighing less than 25 grams
did not require mandatory label declaration. 7The Committee de-
cided to invite governments to comment on this problem and agreed
that this would be a matter for consideralbion at ils next Session.

The attention of the Committee was also drawn to the Repvort
of the Joint ECE/Codex Alimentarius Group of Experts on Frozen
Foods at its Eighth Session (ALINORM 72/25, para. 68), in which
the problem had been raised as to whether the addition of salt
should be declared on the label in close proximity to the name
of the product.

It had been noted that many delegations had considered that
it was not sufficient to declare the addition of salt in the 1list
of ingredicents, but that certain consumers suffering from various
health disorders necded to know explicitly whether the product
contained added salt.

It had been further noted that this was a genzral problem
which not only concerned quick-frozen foods, but related to many
other products.

The Committee considered that for ingredients of this and of
similar naturec, a declaration in the list of ingredients was
sufficient, but agreed to keen the matter under roview.
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Date, Place and chnda_ﬁgguﬁgﬁﬁ Session

65. The Chairman of the Committee considered in the light of the
discussions, that there were sufficient matters of substance to-
gether with the normal endorsements to warrant the holding of a
full-scale meeting in Ottawa next vear. It was also recommanded
that the North American meetings on general subjects chould he
hald consecutively. Among the items which might be considered at
the next mzeting would be the following:

claims
date-marliing
endorsement at Step 8-

consideration of labelling provisions in standards at
Step 5

as well as the possible consideration of items postponed from
earlier mectings or brought up at this meeting such as the

labelling of bulk containers; advertising food in mail-order
catalogucs; small unit labelling; work on harmonizing non-technical
detail (such as size of type); nutritive labelling and class titles.

ALINORM 72/22
APPENDIX I

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS *
LISTE DES PARTICIPANTS
LISTA DE PARTICIPANTES

MEMBERS OF THE COMMISSION
MEMBRES DE LA COMMISSION
MIEMBROS DE LA COMISION -

ARGENTINA AUSTRALIA (contd.)
ARGENTINE ' Dr. Robert H.C. Fleming
Jorge B. Riaboi Director, Food Administration
Economic and Commercial Counsellor Department of Health
of the Argentine Embassy P.0. Box 100
56 Sparks Street Woden, A.C.T. 2606
Ottawa, Ontario Canberra

MI‘. R.C. Mccarthy

AUSTRALIA . .
Food and Drug Advisory Committee
AUSTRALIE -
- A Department of Public Health
Mr. J.L. Smith 158 Rundle Street
Assistant Secretary Adelaide

Department of Primary Industry
Canberra A.C.T.

* The Heads of Delegations are listed first; Alternates, Advisers, and
Consultants are listed in alphabetical order.
Les chefs de délégations Ffigurent en tdte et les suppléants, conseillers
et consultants sont énumérés par ordre alphabetique.
Figuran en primer lugar los Jefes de las delegaciones; los Suplentes,
Asesores y Consultores aparecen por orden alfabético.



AUSTRIA
AUTRICHE

Dr. Klaus Smolka

Secretary,

Federal Economic Chambers of
Commerce, Section,

Food Industry

1031 Zaunergasse 1-3

Vienna

Dr. Guenter Schimmel,
Austrian Federal Economic Chamber
c/o Austrian Trade Delegation
in Canada
401 Bay Street
Suite 2008
Toronto, Ontario

BELGIUM
BELGIQUE
BELGICA

M.M. Fondu,

2060 Merksem, (Fédération des
Industries Alimentaires)

Borrewaterstraat.

BRAZIL
BRESIL
BRASIL

Mr. Jose Pinto da Rocha
Director - Substituto.
Divis@o de Inspegao de
Produtos de Origem Animal
Ministerio da Agricultura
Brasilia - DF

Mr. J.C. Aguiar Gay
Embassy of Brazil
450 Wilbrod Street
Ottawa, Ontario
K1N 6M8

Mr. S. Arruda
Secretary
Brazilian Embassy
450 Wilbrod Street
Ottawa, Ontario.

Mr. P.A.L. De Aguiar

Confederagao Nacional Da Industria
50, R. Nilo Peg¢anha

Rio De Janeiro, Guanabara

Mr. Lima Dos Santos

Head, Fish Inspection Section
Division of Food Inspection
Ministry of Agriculture.
Esplanada dos Ministérios
Bloco 8, Brasilia - DF

17

ALINORM 72/22
APPENDIX I
CAMEROON
CAMEROUN
CAMERUN

M. Jean-Bosco Mbeng
Ambassade du Cameroun
85 Range Road

Ottawa, Ontario

CANADA

Mr. H.W. Wagner

Chief,

Food Division

Standards Branch

Department of Consumer and
Corporate Affairs

Standards Building

Tunney's Pasture

Ottawa, Ontario

K1A 0OC9.

Mr. D.M. Adams
Secretary-Treasurer

Meat Packers Council of Canada
5230 Dundas St. W.

Islington, Ontario

Mr. G.E. Anderson

Assistant Director

Standards Branch

Department of Consumer and
Corporate Affairs

Standards Building

Tunney's Pasture

Ottawa, Ontario

. K1Aa 0C9.

Dr. J.T. Annis
Assistant Director

| Meat Inspection Division,
Canada Department of Agriculture
Sir John Carling Building
Central Experimental Farm
Ottawa, Ontario
K1A 0C5

Mr. Elmer Banting
Canadian Food Processors Association
Suite 1409
130 Albert Street
Ottawa, Ontario, K1P 5G4

Dr. C.M. Blackwood

Director, Inspection Branch
Fisheries Service

Department of the Environment
| Ottawa, Ontario

K1A OH3.

Mr. R.M. Bond

Inspection Branch

Fisheries Service

Department of the Environment
Ottawa, Ontario

K1A OH3




ALINORM 72/22
APPENDIX I

CANADA (contd.)

Mr. D.it. Burns
Agriculture, l'isherics &
Food Products,
Department of Industry, Trade
and Commerce
Ottawa, Ontario
K1A OHS

Dr. D.G. cChapman, (Chairman)
Director, Foad Advisory Pureau

Dent. of wational Health and Welfare
Health Protection Branch

Ottawa, Ontario

K1A OL2

Mr. W.C. Christner

Grocery Manufacturers of Canada
2200 Yonge Stree

Toronto, Ontario

Mr. K.H. Dean

Chief, Processed Products Section
Fruit and Vegetable Division
Canada Department of Agriculture
Room 479

Sir John Carling Building

Central Experimental Farm

Ottawa, Ontario

K1A ©oCs

Mr. J.G. Dickins
Production Director
The Rowntree Co. Ltd.
217 Markland Drive
Etobicoke, Ortario

Dr. C.K. Hetherington

Director

Meat Inspection Division

Canada Department of Agriculture
Ottawa, Ontario

K1lA ©C5

Mr.. A. Hollett

Health Protection Branch

Department of National Health
and Welfare

Tunney's Pasture

Ottawa, Ontario

K1A OL2

Mr. J.R. Jackson

National Dairy Council of Canada
= 365 Laurier Ave. W.

Ottawa, Ontario

Mr. H.K. Leckije

General Manager

Meat Packers Council of Canada
5233 Dpundas St. West
Islington, Ontario

Mr. Leonard G. Lee

National Dairy Council of Canada
365 Laurier Avenue W.

Ottawa, Ontario

CANADA (contd.)

Mr. o.m. Linton

Chief,

Regulatory Programs
Inspection Branch

Fisheries Service

Department of the Environment
Ottawa, Ontario

K1A OH3

Mr. J.H. McGeough

Packaging and Labelling Committee
Meat Packers' Council of Canada
Packaging Co-ordinator, and
Department of Government Approvals
Swift Canadian Co., Ltd.

30 Weston Road

Toronto, Ontario.

Dr. G. Meilleur

Meat Inspection

Health of Animals,

Sir John Carling Bldg.
Central Experimental Farm
Department of Agriculture
Ottawa, Ontario

K1lA OCs

Mr. Phil Moyes

Vice-President

Grocery Products Manufacturers
of Canada

Suite 504

797 Don Mills Road

Don Mills, Ontario

Mr. W.0. (Bill) Munns
Canada Packers Ltd.
2200 St. Clair Ave. w.
Toronto, Ontario

Dr. T.K. Murray
Chief, Nutrition Research Division
Health Protection Branch
Department of National Health

and Welfare
Tunney's Pasture
Ottawa, Ontario

Mr. Carl Ross
Research Manager
Canadian Canners Ltdg.
Research Centre

1101 wWalkers Line-
Burlington, Ontario

Mr. C.G. Sheppard

Advertising Specialist, Food
Division

Standards Branch °

Department of Consumer and
Corporate Affairs

Standards Building

Tunney's Pasture

Ottawa, Ontario

K1A 0C9




CANADA (contd.)

Mr. J.K. Sherk

Chief

Merchandising Section

Canada Department of Agriculture
Ottawa, Ontario

K1A OCS

Dr. J.D. Sproule

Assistant Director

Meat Inspection Division

Health of Animals Branch

Canada Department of Agriculture
Sir John Carling Building
Ottawa, Ontario

K1A 0OCS

Mr. R.J. Sweeney
Kraft Foods Ltd.
Technical Director
8600 Devonshire Road
Mount Royal, Quebec

Mr. Thomas G. Willis
International Liaison Service
Department of Agriculture

Sir John Carling Building
Ottawa, Ontario, KI1A 0OCS

Mr. H.G. Winnett

Assistant Director of Quality Control
Campbell Soup Company Ltd.

60 Birmingham Street

Toronto 14, Ontaric

CuBA

‘Mr. Ricardo Escartin
Primer Secretario
700 Echo Drive
Ottawa, Ontario

DLiMARK

D#1.'MARK

DINAMARCA
Mr. Ludvig Madsen
Delegate
Danish Embassy

85 Range Road
Ottawa, Ontario

Mrs. Anne Brincker

Food Technologist

Danish Meat Products Lab.
Howitzvej 13

20C0 Copenhagen F.

Dr. Jens Funch

Section Leader

National Food Institute
Mgrkhgj Bygade 19

DK 2860 Sgborg

19 -

ALINORM 72/22
APPENDIX I

DENMARK (contd.)

A. Haugaard-Hansun
Veterinarian

Assistant Hvad of Office
Agricultural Council
Axeltorv 3

1609 Copenhagen V.

Mr. Mog. Kondrup
Food Technologist
Chief of Secretariat
Isalesta
Vesterbrogade 1
DK-1620 Kobenhavn V.

FRANCE
FRANCIA

Mr. C. Castang
Service de la Répression des Fraudes
42bis, rue de Bourgogne

Paris 7

GERMANY, FED. REP. OF
ALLEMAGNE, REP. FED.
ALEMANIA, REP. FED.

Dr. Dieter Eckert
Ministerialrat

Fed. Ministry of Health
Bonn-Bad Godesberg
Deutschherrenstrasse

Dr. W. Shultheiss
6146 Alsbach
Schlosstrasse 5

Dr. Hans B. Tolkmitt
29 Ohnhorststr
2000 Hamburg 52.

JAPAN
JAPON

Mr. Yoshio Sato

Consumer Division

Enterprise and Marketing Department
Economic Affairs Bureau

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry .
Tokyo

Mr. Shogo Itoda

Premium and Representation
Fair Trade Commission
Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-hu

~Tokyo

Mr. Shintaro Sasaki. ) -
2nd Secretary

Embassy of Japan

Suite 1005, Fuller Building

75 Albert Street

Ottawa, Ontario



ALINORM 72/22
APPENDIX I

MEXICO
MEXIQUE

M.V.Z. Rafael S&nchez-Lara

Sub-Director General de Control de
Alimentos y Bebidas

Secretaria de Salubridad y Asistencia

Av Chapultepec 284

México 5 D.F.

Ingeniero Quimico Ricardo DPelgado C.

Comité Consultivo Sobre Normas
Alimentarias de la Secretaria de
Industria y Comercio

-« Monte Alb&n 569 - México 13 D.F.

Ing. Marcial Ibarra
La Fontaine 57
- México D.F.

Dr. Eduardo R. Méndez jJr.
Presidente, Comité de Normalizacién
de la Industria Alimentaria
Calle Chicago 162
' México 18, D.rF.

MOROCCO
MAROC
MARRUECOS

Mr. Mohamegd Senhaji

Chief of Division

Office de Commercialisation et
d'Exportation

45 Avenue des F.A.R.

Casablanca

Mr. M. Trachen

O.C.E. Delegate to the U.S.A.
Commercial Attache

597 Fifth Avenue

New York, N.Y. 10017

U.S.A.

NETHERLANDS
PAYS-BAS
PAISES BAJOS

Dr. P.H. Berben

Chief Health Inspector
Ministry of Public Health
Dr. Reyersstraat 10
Leidschendam

The "Hague

: Mr. M.H. Brodhaag
- Royal Netherlands Embassy
275 Slater Street
Ottawa, Ontario

Mr. M.J.M. Osse

Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries

Agricultural Industries and
International Trade

1€ v.d. Boschotraat 4

The Hague

NETHERLANDS (contd.)

Mr. A.M. Ruoff

V.N.O.

Prinses Beatrixlaan 5§
The Hague

Dr. L. Schippers
Hoofdproduktschef

Akker Couwgewassen
Stadhoudersplantsoen 12
The Hague .

NORWAY
NORVEGE
NORUEGA

Dr. Olaf R. Braekkan
Government Vitamin Laboratory
Directorate of Fisheries

P.O. Box 187

Bergen

Mr. Petter Haram
Counsellor

Ministry of Fisheries.
Oslo

Mr. Harald Pedersen

Managing Director

Norwegian Canners Association
Box 327

Stavanger

Mr. John Race

Norwegian Codex Alimentarius
Committee

P. Box 8139

Oslo-dep. Oslo 1.

PHILIPPINES
FILIPINAS

Mr. Celestino B. Santos, Jr,
Commercial Analyst
Philippine Embassy

130 Albert Street.

Suite 607

Ottawa, Ontario

POLAND

POLOGNE

POLONIA
Dr. F. Morawski
Chief of Section
Ministry of Foreign Trade
Quality Inspection Office
9 Stepinska, Warsaw




- 21 -

SWEDEN
SUEDE
SUECIA

Mr. Bengt Augustinsson

Head of Law Division

National Swedish Food Administration
Fack

§-10401 Stockholm

o
Dr. Brita Agren
Head of Section A .
Y National Swedish Food Administration
. Fack
5-10401 Strckholin.
«* ' SWITZERLAND
b SUISSE
SUIZA

Dr. Emile Matthey

Chef du Controle des Decnrees
Alimentaires

Service federal de 1l'hygiene
publique

Haslerstrasse, 16, Berne

Dr. G.F. Schubiger.

Societe d'Assistance Techniques
Produits Nestle

P.0O. Box 88, (Case Postale 88)

CH-1814, La Tour de Peilz

TOGO

Mr. Peter Primus Kluga-0'Cloo

Chef de la Division de l1'Alimentation et
de la Nutrition

Ministrv of Rural Econony

Boite Postale 282
Lome

TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO
TRINITE-ET-TOBAGO
TRINIDAD Y TABAGO

Dr. Michael G. Lines

Deputy Chief Chemist

Assistant Director of Food and
Drugs Chemistry

Food and Drugs Division

115 Frederick St..

Port-of-Spain

Trinidad, West Indies

UNITED KINGDOM
ROYAUME-UNI
- REINO UNIDO

Mr. L.G. Hanson

Principal, Food Standards Branch

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries
and Food

Great Westminstexr House

Horseferry Road

London S.W.1l

ALINORM 72/22
APPENDIX I

UNITED KINGDOM (contd.)

Mr. L.C.J. Brett
Unilever House
Blackfriars
London ECA4

Mr. A.A. George

Department of Trade anc Industry
{Standards Weights, and Measures)
Abel House

John Islip Street

London SW1 .

Mr. A.W. Hubbard,

Superintendent

Food and Nutrition Division
Laboratory of the Government Chemist
Cornwall House

Stamford Street

London SEl, 9NQ

Mr. Frederick Lawton
4, Lygon Place

Ebury Street

London SW1.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ETATS-UNIS D'AMERIQUE
ESTADOS UNIDOS DE AMERICA

Mr. Lowrie M. Beacham, BF-40,

Special Assistant for
International Standards

Bureau of Foods

U.S. Food and Drug Administration

200 "C" St. N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20204

Ms. Joan Zeldes Bernstein
Assistant to the Director
Bureau of Consumer Protection
Federal Trade Commission

7th & Penn. St.

Washington, D.C.

Mr. Richard C. Bruner
Director

Administrator

ICCAP Inc.

953 W. Foothill Blvd.
Claremont, California 91711

Mr. J. Gitlitz — 7
Executive Vice-President
American Advertising Federation
1225 Connecticut Ave. N.W.
Washington, D.C.

Dr. Robert W. Harkins

Grocery Manufacturers of America-
1425 K. St., N.W.

Washington, D.C.




ALINORM 72/22
APPENDIX I

U.S.A. (contd.)

Mr. Paul M. Karl
I1.F.G.

246 Meadowbrook
Wyckoff, N.J. 07481

Mr. Robert C. Licbenow,

President, Corn Refiners
Association, Inc.

1001 Conn Avenue, N.W.

Wwashingtcn, D.C. 20036

Mr. Albert H. Nagel

Food Standards Coordinator
General Foods Corp.
Technical Center A
250 North St. White Plains
N.Y. 10625.

Mr. Taylor M. Quinn
Director, Division of

Regulatory Guidance
Bureau cf Foods .
U.S. Food and Drug Administration
200 C. St. S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20204

Mr. A.T. Rhoads A
Director, Government Relations
American Frozen Foods Institute
919 - 18th Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS
ANISATIONS INTERN NALES
ORGANIZACIONES INTERNACIONALES

COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC
COMMUNITY (EEC)

COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC
COMMUNITY (EEC)

INTER-AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION

INTERNATIONAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

- 22 -

U.S.A. (contd.)

Mr. W.D. Riley

Assistant Director
Creative Services

General Foods Corporation
250 North Street

White Plains, N.Y. 10625

Mr. Charles Safran

Director, Marketing -

Grocery Manufacturers of America
1425 K St. N.w.

Washington, D.C. 20005

Mr. J.B. Stine

Kraft Foods

500 Peshtigyo Ct.
Chicago, Illinois 60690

Mr. Ronald Tolley

Head, Food Regulation &
Standards Div.

National Canners Association

1133 - 20th St. N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

Mr. Gilbert Castille

Administrateur Principal

Commission des Communautés Européennes
200, rue de la Loi

1040 Bruxelles, Belgium

Mr., Michael Graf

Administrateur

Secrétariat Général du Conseil des
Communautés Européennes

170, rue de la Loi

1040 Bruxelles, Belgium

Mr. S.A. Weitzman

Food and Drug Law Institute
1750 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington D.C.

Mr. J.C. Braun

Secretary

Advertizing Standards Authority
1 Bell Yard

London W.C.2.

Mr. Robert E. Oliver

President, Canadian Advertising Advisory
Board

159 Bay Street

Toronto 1, Ontario




INTERNATIONAL DIETETIC FOOD PRODUCTS
INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION OF GLUCOSE
INDUSTRIES (IFG)

INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION OF MARGARINE

ASSOCIATIONS (IFMA)

s, INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION OF CONSUMERS
UNIONS (1I0CU)

SECRETARIAT -~ CANADA

SECRETARIAT -~ FAO

Sm S TNy e

- 23 -

ALINORM 72/22
APPENDIX I

Mr. W. Schultheiss
Schlosstrasse 5

6164 Alsbach

Federal Republic of Germany ’

Mr. Paul M. Xarl
246 Meadowbrook
Wyckoff, N.J. 07481
U.S.A.

Mr, L.C.j. Brett
IFMA

Raamweg 44

The Hague

The Netherlands

Mr. George A. Pollak

Head, Foods Division
Consumers' Union of U.s. Inc.
256 Washington Street

Mt. Vernon, N.Y. 10550

U.S.A.

Mrs. Maryon Brechin
National President

Consumers' Association of Canada
27 Elmcrest Road

BEtobicoke 651

Ontario, Canada

Mrs. Colette Joy
Consumers' Association of Canada
University of Ottawa

112 Waller Street

Ottawa, Canada

———

Dr. D.M. Smith

Head, Office for International Food
Standards

Food Advisory Bureau

Health Protection Branch

Department of National Health and Welfare

Ottawa, Canada

K1A OL2

Mr. L.W. Jacobson

Food Standards Officer

Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme
FAO

00100 Rome, Italy

——————— e

t/



