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Mixed Competence
Member States Vote

The European Union and its Member States (EUMS) would like to thank Thailand and the
Republic of Korea for chairing the electronic working group on this draft standard.

The EUMS would like to reiterate part of their comments provided at Step4:

“The EUMS note that the draft standard covers a wide range of dry and dried produces
(DDP). The EUMS do not consider that a single standard adequately covers such a wide range
of dry and dried produces. [...]. The impact on consumers’ health and the information to be
provided to consumer for those two types of products are in fact different and such difference
should be reflected adequatelyf...].

[...]

As a general comment the EUMS do not support the use of sweeteners and colours in dried
fruit as such uses are not technologically justified. The EUMS distinguish between “dried
fruits” and “candied fruits”, the latter having rather a character of confectionary products for
which the use of colours and sweeteners (the use of sweeteners is justified only for energy-
reduced and no added sugars products) would be technologically justified.

The EUMS are also seeking a clarification why dried fruits need flavourings and whether the
use of flavourings would not mislead the consumer as regards the nature and quality of the
products.

The EUMS take note that the existing standards on raisins (CXS 67-1981), dried apricots
(CXS 130-1981) and dates (CXS 143-1985) limit the food additive uses to a few provisions of
specific additives, however, they do not clarify to what functional classes those additives
belong.

The EUMS also observe that the general part of the standard refers to several functional
classes (see page 9 of CX/PFV 20/29/6). The discussion paper explains that the technical
justifications for the inclusion of functional classes were provided by EWG members (para
14, CX/PFV 20/29/6), however, without providing further details on the arguments submitted
in favour of the functional classes listed.



The EUMS would like to stress that the technological need for food additives depends on the
character of the products and on other optional ingredients allowed and thus the discussion on
the appropriate food additive uses cannot be concluded if there are open questions on some
other aspects of the standard.

In summary, the EUMS consider that a further discussion on the food additive provisions for
the general part of the draft standard is needed.

As for the specific Annexes, the EUMS consider that the agreed alignment approach should
be followed so that the food additive provisions of the standard are appropriately captured in
the GSFA. In order to do so, the Committee would need to clarify the functional classes of the
additives listed in CXS 67-1981, CXS 130-1981 and CXS 143-1985.

[L.]

Consequently, the EUMS are of the view that discussions should still take place on additives
and labelling provisions before proceeding with the adoption of this standard. The EUMS
welcome the fact that CCPFV29 noted that the food additives, labelling and methods of
analysis provisions would be forwarded to CCFA, CCFL and CCMAS respectively for
endorsement. Further technical discussions should in particular take place in CCFA and
CCFL to complete the work on the relevant parts of the standards, since it is proposed to
adjourn the CCPFV.



	08/09/2020
	Codex Committee on Processed Fruits and Vegetables
	(Working by correspondence)
	European Union comments on CL/2020/46/OCS-PFV
	Proposed Draft General Standard for Dried Fruits (Step 5/8)
	The European Union and its Member States (EUMS) would like to thank Thailand and the Republic of Korea for chairing the electronic working group on this draft standard.
	The EUMS would like to reiterate part of their comments provided at Step4:
	“The EUMS note that the draft standard covers a wide range of dry and dried produces (DDP). The EUMS do not consider that a single standard adequately covers such a wide range of dry and dried produces. […]. The impact on consumers’ health and the inf...
	[…]
	As a general comment the EUMS do not support the use of sweeteners and colours in dried fruit as such uses are not technologically justified. The EUMS distinguish between “dried fruits” and “candied fruits”, the latter having rather a character of con...
	The EUMS are also seeking a clarification why dried fruits need flavourings and whether the use of flavourings would not mislead the consumer as regards the nature and quality of the products.
	The EUMS take note that the existing standards on raisins (CXS 67-1981), dried apricots (CXS 130-1981) and dates (CXS 143-1985) limit the food additive uses to a few provisions of  specific additives, however, they do not clarify to what functional cl...
	The EUMS also observe that the general part of the standard refers to several functional classes (see page 9 of CX/PFV 20/29/6). The discussion paper explains that the technical justifications for the inclusion of functional classes were provided by E...
	The EUMS would like to stress that the technological need for food additives depends on the character of the products and on other optional ingredients allowed and thus the discussion on the appropriate food additive uses cannot be concluded if there ...
	In summary, the EUMS consider that a further discussion on the food additive provisions for the general part of the draft standard is needed.
	As for the specific Annexes, the EUMS consider that the agreed alignment approach should be followed so that the food additive provisions of the standard are appropriately captured in the GSFA. In order to do so, the Committee would need to clarify th...

