
PK CR: Positions on the amendments tabled in ENVI committee of the European parliament on:

Commission  proposal for a Regulation

on the provision of food information to consumers

Nutrition Labeling

1. COMMENT: PK CR believes that nutrition labeling should comprise the following: 

Front of Pack: GDA icon for Energy (i.e. values for energy are expressed in the absolute amount per portion and its percentage of the Guideline Daily Amounts).

Back of Pack: “Big 8” nutrients (energy, protein, carbohydrates, sugars, fat, saturated fat, fibre and sodium) to be expressed per 100g/100ml; the format is to be labeled in accordance with the current labeling rules under Directive 1990/496/EC in a table and, where space does not allow, in a linear format.

(PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendments 386 & 458.

Exemptions
2. COMMENT: PK CR believes that flexibility in relation to the mandatory nutrition labeling should be given for small packs. Packages of less than 100cm2 should be exempt from mandatory nutrition labeling, as should certain other foods.

(PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendments 105,181,185,186,188,354,546,547,548 & 551.

Expression and Presentation

3. COMMENT: PK CR fully supports labeling the mandatory nutrition declaration per 100g/ml which allows complete comparability for consumers. PK CR would ask that, in addition, it be possible to express the amount of energy and nutrients per portion. 

(PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendments 416 & 418.

4 COMMENT: The indication per portion alone should be possible when food is pre-packed as an individual  portion or is divided into separate individual portions all of the same size.
(PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendment 449 and

REJECT amendments 137/443, 446 & 447.

5. COMMENT: In addition to the mandatory nutrition declaration PK CR would also request flexibility for other forms of expression that are based on conditions of use agreed at the European level. 
(PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendment 451. 

Voluntary nutrition declaration

6. COMMENT: In addition to the mandatory nutrition declaration is should be possible to list additional nutrients on a voluntary basis. 

(PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendments 403 & 407. 

Guideline Daily Amounts (GDAs)

7. COMMENT: PK CR is committed to a voluntary nutrition-labeling scheme based on GDAs which is rapidly being rolled-out in the EU by large and small companies alike. GDAs provide non-judgmental, factual information on the energy and nutrients present in a portion of the food and empower consumers to make informed dietary choices based on their own needs. PK CR supports the reference values for GDAs as set out in annex XIB. GDAs per 100g/ml would be confusing and potentially misleading for the consumer, particularly for foods consumed in amounts of less than 100g/ml. Consumers will always have complete comparability given that the mandatory nutrition declaration will provide the nutrition information per 100g/ml. 
(PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendments 427 & 435 and 

REJECT amendments 428, 430, 432, 433, 434, 437 & 438. 

Color-coding

8. COMMENT: PK CR rejects the call for nutrition labeling using color-coding. The traffic light system of labeling is a subjective assessment of the nutrient content of 100g of a food and does not provide consumers with the information needed to choose balanced diet based on their individual needs. In addition, “traffic lights” fail to take account of portion sizes, and do not put the food in the context of the daily diet.
(PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee REJECT amendments 431, 439, 470, 502, 507 & 575.

National Provisions

9. COMMENT: PK CR supports the deletion of national provisions (articles 37-43) which could impinge on the internal market, provided that article 39 on milk and milk products and article 41 on non-pre-packed food are retained.

( PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendments 152, 153, 154, 156, 157 & 159.

National Schemes

10. COMMENT:  PK CR has major concerns about the proposed National Schemes in the proposal (articles 44-47) and believes that these provisions could create barriers to the single European market without bringing any additional value for the consumer. PK CR supports a Regulation that goes for harmonisation at the EU level whilst providing flexibility to operators particularly for the provision of additional voluntary information.

( PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendment 160.

Clarity & Legibility of Labels

11. COMMENT:  We reject any minimum font size. Legibility is dependent on a number of factors, such as layout, color and contrast, type of font. The provisions on the presentation of the mandatory particulars as proposed under article 14 are impractical and a disproportionate burden for manufacturers. CIAA has already developed industry recommendations and best practice guidelines for labeling legibility as not only a more proportionate but also a more flexible tool.

( PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendments 324,325,96,97 & 98/335. 

Origin Labeling

12. COMMENT: We support maintaining the existing framework for origin labeling.  Current EU law already requires labeling product origin when the absence of such information may mislead the consumer as to the true origin of the food. In addition, the provision of origin information is permitted on a voluntary basis. 

( PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendments 50, 51, 52, 150, 299, 305, 308 and 

REJECT amendments 262, 263, 298, 300, 301/302, 303, 304, 306, 307, 309, 310, 311, 312, 313, 479, 486, 487, 489 & 490.

Date of manufacture
13. COMMENT:  The minimum durability date and the use by date are sufficient to inform the consumer. Information on the production date is superfluous from the consumer point of view and represents additional complexity, cost and space requirement on pack.
( PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to REJECT amendments 56, 83, 119, 120 part C, 259, 294 & 376 part C.

Sugars
14. COMMENT: The current EU Nutrition Labeling Directive requires that total sugars be calculated for labeling purposes. The human body does not differentiate between sugars that are added or naturally present. In addition, for most foods, it is not possible to analytically differentiate between added and naturally occurring sugars.
( PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to REJECT amendment 390. 

Comitology
15. COMMENT: Certain provisions, for example mandatory labeling requirements, are not ‘non essential’ elements of the regulation and should not be agreed through comitology, but co-decision.
( PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendments 90, 117, 129 & 319.

Nutrient Profiles

16. COMMENT: Regulation<Amend> (EC) No. 1924/2006 sets so called “Nutrient Profiles” in its Article 4.</Article> </TitreJust>'Nutrient profile' is a political term, not a scientifically tenable concept. It is a form of indoctrination, not a means of providing information. Since the regulation on food information, which is under consideration here, will result in the provision of food information which is comprehensive, legible and comprehensible to the average consumer, and therefore genuinely useful, Article 4 of Regulation (EC) No 1924/2006 is superfluous and should be deleted.</Amend>
( PK CR would therefore ask Members of the Committee to SUPPORT amendment 162 that proposes to delete Article 4. 


