K POTRAVINARSKA

KOMORA

CESKE REPUBLIKY

Ing. Miroslav TOMAN, CSc.
Prezident

V Praze dne 19. dubna 2010
C..

Vazeny pane naméstku,

dne 26. dubna 2010 probéhne daldi jednani Stalého vyboru pro potravinovy fetézec a zdravi
zvifat (dale jen ,Staly vybor®), na némz se bude projednavat navrh prvniho nafizeni povolenych
zdravotnich tvrzeni podle ¢l. 13 odst. 1 (resp. ¢l. 13 odst. 3) nafizeni EP a Rady (ES) €.
1924/2006 ze dne 20. prosince 2006 o vyzivovych a zdravotnich tvrzenich pfi oznaCovani
potravin (dale jen ,nafizeni“). Na tomto jednani by mély Clenské staty svym hlasovanim de facto
rozhodnout o tom, zda bude celoevropsky seznam zdravotnich tvrzeni pfijat po ¢astech anebo

zda bude pfijat jeden jediny tak, jak pfedpoklada dikce nafizeni.

Potravinafska komora Ceské republiky (dale jen ,PK CR*) Vas nékolikrat upozornila jednak na
neopodstatnénost a neopravnénost pfijeti tohoto seznamu po ¢astech a jednak na celou Fadu
probléma, které by takové piijeti vyvolalo. PK CR opakované pozadovala, aby Ceska republika
na takovych jednanich vystupovala za pfijeti jednoho seznamu zdravotnich tvrzeni. Na nasi
opakovanou zadost se nam vsak ze strany Vaseho resortu doposud nedostalo odpovédi, jaka je

pozice Ceské republiky k tomuto problému.

V souC€asné chvili probiha v Evropské unii rozsahld podpisova akce koordinovana European
Health Claims Alliance, jejimz cilem je shromazdit maximalni mozné mnozstvi podpist k dopisu
adresovanému piedsedovi Evropské komise J. M. Barrosovi, jehoZz hlavnim poZadavkem je
zastavit postupné pfijimani celoevropského seznamu zdravotnich tvrzeni. V sou€asné chvili tento
dopis podepsalo vice nez 364 vyrobcl potravin a doplfikd stravy, mj. i z Ceské republiky. Dopis

pfikladam pro informaci v pfiloze.



Vazeny pane naméstku, v souvislosti s jednanim Stalého vyboru Vas naléhavé zadam, aby
zastupce za Ceskou republiku na tomto jednani nehlasoval pro prijeti prvniho
(¢astecného) seznamu a zasadil se tak o vydani jediného kone¢éného seznamu zdravotnich
tvrzeni, a to teprve tehdy, az EFSA vyda posledni ze sady svych stanovisek. Zaroven si Vas
dovoluji pozadat o zpétnou reakci a sdéleni, jak Ceska republika na tomto jednani
hlasovala.

S pozdravem
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Priloha

Dear Mr Barroso,

Nutrition and Health Claims Regulation: Impact on the European Food and Food Supplements
Industries.

The undersigned group of concerned companies are writing to you to ask for your personal
intervention in the current application of Articles 13.1 and 13.3 of the Nutrition and Health Claims
Regulation.

We believe that the planned piecemeal approach to the adoption of the Community lists of Article
13.1 “permitted” and “prohibited” health claims, distorts competition in the market and will have a
potentially devastating impact on industry.

The Member States submitted the claims for validation to the European Commission, which
passed them on to the European Food Safety Authority (EFSA) for their evaluation and opinion.

Procedurally, it was understood that the Commission would regulate on EFSA’s opinions at one
time, by 31st January 2010, as stipulated in the Regulation. However, this deadline has slipped.

EFSA will not deliver all of its opinions at the same time, despite the DG SANCO Director
General’s call last July that opinions should not be published in a batch-wise fashion.
Subsequently, DG SANCO has decided to proceed with the piecemeal adoption of EFSA’s
opinions through until 2011.

We call upon you to intervene and stop this piecemeal approach, which:

e Distorts competition in the market, giving a competitive advantage to those companies
who have received positive opinions on claims from EFSA and are free to market their
claims across Europe, over those companies that await EFSA’s opinion for claims that are
only authorised in some national markets.

¢ Creates unnecessary and disproportionate costs for manufacturers due to successive
label changes as they await the opinions for each claim for the ingredients in their
products, which are decided upon in batches at different times. This entails huge costs
with the greatest impact on SMEs.

e Creates confusion in the market as non-harmonised claims co-exist with harmonised
claims for a period of up to two years with unequal conditions of access to markets across
the EU.

We call for all EFSA opinions to be delivered before any further steps are taken towards a formal
decision on the final list of “permitted” Article 13.1 health claims.



