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 June 2012 

JOINT FAO/WHO FOOD STANDARDS PROGRAMME 

CODEX COMMITTEE ON FRESH FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 

17th Session 

Mexico City, Mexico, 3 – 7 September 2012 

PROPOSED DRAFT PROVISIONS FOR SIZING AND UNIFORMITY RULES  

(Sections 3 and 5.1) (draft Standard for Pomegranate) 

(At Step 3) 

(Prepared by the Electronic Working Group on Pomegranate led by the United States of America) 

Codex Members and Observers wishing to submit comments on this proposal should do so in conformity 
with the Uniform Procedure for the Elaboration of Codex Standards and Related Texts (Codex 
Alimentarius Procedural Manual) as presented in the Annex I before 31 July 2012 to: the Codex Contact 
Point of Mexico, Dirección General de Normas (DGN), Av. Puente de Tecamachalco 6, 2do piso, Lomas 
de Tecamachalco Sección Fuentes, C.P. 53950 Naucalpan de Juárez, Estado de México, México (Tels.: 
+52 (55) 57 29 94 80, +52 (55) 57 29 91 00, Ext.: 43220, 43218; Fax: +52 (55) 55 20 97 15; E-mail: 
codexmex@economia.gob.mx; codexmex1@economia.gob.mx), with a copy to the Secretariat, Codex 
Alimentarius Commission, Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme, FAO, Viale delle Terme di 
Caracalla, 00153 Rome, Italy (Fax: +39 (06) 5705 4593; E-mail: codex@fao.org) 

Format for submitting comments: In order to facilitate the compilation of comments and prepare a 
more useful comments document, Members and Observers, which are not yet doing so, are requested to 
provide their comments in the format outlined in Annex III to this document.  

BACKGROUND 

1. The 16th Session of the Codex Committee on Fresh Fruits and Vegetables (May 2011) discussion on the “Sizing and Uniformity” 
provisions (Section 3 and Section 5.1) of the proposed draft Codex Standard for Pomegranate were inconclusive. The Committee 
established an electronic Working Group, led by the United States of America to address these concerns.1 

2. The working group commenced deliberations in September, 2011; with the goal of completing the assigned task for consideration 
by the CCFFV’s 17Th Session in 2012. All written proposals submitted to the 16TH CCFFV session on these two sections of the 
standard were distributed to members of the working group and other interested parties. On January 20, 2012 report of the first e-
working group session was circulated to members with March 30th, 2012 as a deadline for comments to the first report.  

SUMMARY 

3. This report is based on the responses to the correspondence circulated in September 2011, prior written comments to the 16TH 
CCFFV session, and extracts from the report of the 16Th CCFFV session (REP11/FFV), and comments received in response to 
CCFFV pomegranate e-working group’s first report - circulated on 1/20/2012 with a deadline for comments of 3/30/2012.  

4. Differences on sizing methods persisted into this second round of comments even among the members that submitted proposals 
to amend the sizing requirements in the last e-working group session. Concerns were re-emphasized that any sizing table included 
in the standard would be disruptive to the international fresh pomegranate trade.  

5. Two amendments were submitted on sizing by weight- both reducing the number of sizes codes. One indicated that the differential 
between the size codes were too narrow and as a result there were too many size codes; while the other allowed greater 
differences/ranges per box based on the weight.  

                                                           
1  REP11/FFV, paras. 107-108, 110-113 and 123.  
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6. A review of: (i) the comments submitted to the both sessions of the e-working group, (ii) those submitted to and made at the 16th 
CCFFV session, (iii) those submitted to the working group that initially drafted standard, (iv) websites of pomegranate exporters 
globally- it is obvious that any mandatory sizing parameter (sizing table and uniformity requirement) included in the standard will be 
very disruptive to the international pomegranate trade.  

PROVISIONS CONCERNING SIZING 

Section 3- Provision Concerning Sizing:  

7. Comments submitted are summarized as follows: 

A. Size Codes: Comment from India indicated a preference for an alphabetical sizing code as done in most Codex 
Standards. Since previous comments from other countries indicated a numeral sizing code and research indicates that 
both are used in trade, it is recommended that both (alphabet and numeral) be indicated in the standard.  
 

B. Sizing by weight: Comments from Australia and Chile proposed amendments to the sizing by weight scales. Both 
proposals broaden the weight ranges and reduce the number of sizes.  
 

C. Sizing by Diameter: There were no comments on the proposed table in the report. The absence of comments indicate 
consensus on this issue among working group members.  
 

D. Sizing by count: There were no comments on the provision for sizing by count as laid out in the report. Therefore, there is 
consensus on sizing by count among working group members  
 

8. Conclusion: Based on the two rounds of comments submitted to the e-working group, those submitted to the 16Th CCFFV 
session, the report of the 16TH CCFFV session and a review of current trading practices. It can be said with certainty that the 
international pomegranate trade is conducted without hindrances due to the absence of internationally accepted uniform sizing and 
uniformity of size mechanisms; irrespective of different size codes, sizing methods- count, diameter, weights and presentations being 
used. Hence, the provisions within the Proposed Codex Standard for Fresh pomegranate must take current trading practice into 
consideration; it should not seek to impose any obligatory sizing or uniformity method/criteria in the absence of indisputable evidence 
that such is needed. 

9. The recommended text for Section 3 Provision Concerning Sizing is predicated on the following: 

i. Section 3 of the standard: Provisions Concerning Sizing “must be” optional.  
 

ii. Section 3 on Provisions Concerning Sizing must clearly indicate that other sizing codes and sizing parameters are 
allowed provided that the method used is clearly indicated on the packages. 

 
iii. The sizing by diameter table from the first round of comments is retained. While, the sizing by weight table is changed 

to reflect the new weight range proposals received. The size codes there-in are also reduced to six for consistency 
with the diameter table.  
 

PROVISIONS CONCERNING PRESENTATION 

Section 5:1 Uniformity:  

10. Size Uniformity and Colour Uniformity were the two main issues addressed in this section. There was consensus on both 
parameters as presented in the first report of the e-working group - except for structural changes proposed by a member to the 
standard layout language. Though the proposed changes would enhance the text structure, there is concern that changes to the 
standard layout text and structure would result in lengthy debates and discussion at the 16TH CCFFV plenary session. Therefore, the 
text was not changed. 

Size Uniformity: 

11. There were no comments seeking or proposing changes to this section draft standard as presented in the first e-working group 
report. This absence of comments indicate consensus on this issue.  

Colour uniformity: 

12. In this round of comments there was consensus - no proposals to change- the color uniformity requirements; hence the existing 
text on color uniformity requirement is retained.  
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ANNEX I 

PROPOSED DRAFT PROVISIONS FOR SIZING AND UNIFORMITY RULES  
(Sections 3 and 5.1) (draft Standard for Pomegranate) 

3.  PROVISIONS CONCERNING SIZING 

Pomegranate may be sized by count, diameter and weight, in accordance with pre-existing commercial trading 
practices. When such is the case, the package must be labeled accordingly.  

A)  When sized by count, size is determined by the number of individual fruit per package. 

The following tables on sizing by diameter (Table A) and Weight (Table B) are guides. 

B) When sized by diameter, size is determined by the maximum diameter of the equatorial section in 
accordance with the following table: 

     Table A 

Size Code Diameter (mm) 

1 A >114 

2 B >103-114 

3 C >92-103 

4 D >79-92 

5 E >69-79 

6 F 59-69 

 C)  When sized by weight, size is determined by the maximum weight of each fruit in accordance with the 
following table. 

     Table B 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5.1  UNIFORMITY 

The contents of each package must be uniform and contain only pomegranates of the same origin, variety, 
quality and size. Sales packages may contain mixtures of varieties and sizes provided they are uniform in quality and for 
each variety concerned, its origin.  

The visible part of the contents of the package must be representative of the entire contents except for mixed 
sizes and varieties. 

  

Size Code Weight(g) 

1 A ≥ 590 

2 B >470 -590 

3 C >360 -470 

4 D >300 - 360 

5 E >240 - 360 

6 F >175 - 240 
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ANNEX II 

Members of the CCFFV Pomegranate e- Working Group 

CHAIR: UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

LAFOND Dorian A 
International Standards Coordinator 
Office of the Deputy Administrator 
AMS Fruit and Vegetable Programs 
1400 Independence Ave. SW 
Washington DC 20250 
Tel. 202-690-4944 
Fax. 202-720-0016 
Cell. 202-577-5583 
Email: dorian.lafond@ams.usda.gov 

ARGENTINA 

CAMPANA Beatriz María Remedios 
Profesional 
Servicio Nacional de Sanidad y Calidad Agroalimentaria (SENASA) 
Dirección Nacional de Inocuidad y Calidad Agroalimentaria 
Av. Paseo Colón 367, 3er Piso Frente (1063) 
Ciudad Autónoma de Bs.As. 
Tel: (+54) 1141215299 / 96 / 93 
Fax: (+54) 1141215299 
 

AUSTRALIA 

O’SULLIVAN Angela  
Manager, International Food Standards 
Australia Government Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and 
Forestry 
18 Marcus Clarke Street,  
Canberra, ACT, Australia 2601 
Tel: (+61) 262723871 
Email. angela.o’sullivan@daff.gov.au 
 

CHILE  

 
URRUTIA ANABALÓN Antonieta  
Profesional Subdepartamento de Negociaciones Internacionales 
División Asuntos Internacionales 
Servicio Agrícola y Ganadero 
Email: antonieta.urrutia@sag.gob.cl 
 
COLOMBIA 
 
MUÑOS Ibarra Javier 
Asesor 
Ministerio de Comercio, Industria y Turismo 
Calle 28 N° 13 A 15 piso 3, Bogotá Colombia 
Tel: 571-6067676 Ext. 1205 
Fax: 571-6064777 
E-mail: jmunoz@mincomercio.gov.co 
 
EUROPEAN UNION 
 
HOLMA Risto 
Administrator Responsible for Codex Issues 
Directorate General Health and Consumers 
Rue Froissart 101 2/48 
B-1049 Brussels 
Tel: (+32 2) 2998683 
Fax: (+ 32 2) 2998566 
Email: risto.holma@ec.europa.eu 

 
INDIA 
 
DAVE Sanjay 
Director 
APEDA, Government of India 
Ncuibuilding 3rd floor, 3, Siri Institutional área, August Kranti Marg, 
New Delhi, India 
Tel: (91) 1126 51 3162 
Fax: (91) 1126 51 9259 
Email. director@apeda.gov.in .  directorapeda@gmail.com 

 

IRAN 

AHMADI Nadia  

Institute of Standard & Industrial Research of Iran 

Food & Agriculture Research Department 

Expert on Fruits & Vegetables 

Tel & Fax: 0098-261-2803889 

Cell: 0098-912-1938143 

Email: n_ahmadi@isiri.org.ir 

MALAYSIA 

 

HASSIM Siti Saudah  

Deputy Director 

Crop Quality control Division 

Department of Agriculture Malaysia 

Putrajaya, Malaysia 

Tel. + 603 8870 3454/6017/8790/460 

Email:  saudah@doa.gov.my ; ccp_malaysia@moh.gov.my 

 

MEXICO 

MVZ Gabriela Alejandra Jiménez Rodríguez 

Dirección de Cultivos Agroindustriales 

Dirección General de Fomento a la Agricultura 

Subsecretaría de Agricultura 

Secretaría de Agricultura, Ganadería, Desarrollo Rural Pesca y 

Alimentación 

Municipio Libre 377 Piso 2 ala “B” 

Col. Santa Cruz Atoyac 

03100 Delegación Benito Juárez 

México, D.F. 

Tel: 00 + 52 + 55 + 38 71 10 00 Ext: 28313 
Email: gjimenez.dgvdt@sagarpa.gob.mx  
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PAKISTAN 

Dr. Syed Ijaz Hussain  

Director Horticulture,  

Plant Sciences Division,  

Pakistan Agricultural Research Council,  

Plot No. 20, G-5/1, Islamabad, Pakistan 

Tel: +92-51-9207402 

Fax: +92-51-9202968 

Email: ihussainsyed@yahoo.co.uk 

SPAIN 

CAMPS ALMIÑANA Jaime  
Jefe de Área  
S. G. de Inspección, Certificación y Asistencia Técnica del 
Comercio Exterior 
Dirección General de Comercio e Inversiones 
Secretaría De Estado De Comercio Exterior 
Ministerio De Industria, Turismo Y Comercio 
Tel. (+34) 91 349 36 69 
Fax (+34) 91 349 37 40 
Email: JCamps@comercio.mityc.es 

SUDAN 

ABDELGADIR Mamoun Omer  
Scientist/ Researcher 
Department of Dehydration  
Email: mamounabdelgader@yahoo.com 

 
THAILAND 
 
PHONKLIANG Korwadee 
Standard Officer 
National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity and Food Standards 
50 Phaholyothin Rd, Ladyao, Chatuchak,  
Bangkok 10900, Thailand 
Tel: 662 561 227 ext. 1413 
Fax: 662 561 7357 
Email: korwadeep@hotmail.com 
 

OECD F&V SCHEME 

Csaba Gaspar 

Administrator 

OECD, TAD, Agricultural Codes & Schemes  

Address: 2, Rue Andre-Pascal, 75775, Paris Cedex 16, France  

Phone: +33 (0) 1 45 24 95 53  

Fax: +33 (00 1 44 30 61 17  

Email: csaba.gaspar@oecd.org 
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ANNEX III 

GENERAL GUIDANCE FOR THE PROVISION OF COMMENTS 

In order to facilitate the compilation and prepare a more useful comments’ document, Members and Observers, which are not yet 
doing so, are requested to provide their comments under the following headings: 

(i) General Comments 

(ii) Specific Comments 

Specific comments should include a reference to the relevant section and/or paragraph of the document that the comments refer to. 

When changes are proposed to specific paragraphs, Members and Observers are requested to provide their proposal for 
amendments accompanied by the related rationale. New texts should be presented in underlined/bold font and deletion in 
strikethrough font. 

In order to facilitate the work of the Secretariats to compile comments, Members and Observers are requested to refrain from using 
colour font/shading as documents are printed in black and white and from using track change mode, which might be lost when 
comments are copied/pasted into a consolidated document. 

In order to reduce the translation work and save paper, Members and Observers are requested not to reproduce the complete 
document but only those parts of the texts for which any change and/or amendments is proposed. 

 


