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Food Standards Australia New Zealand 

PO Box 7186 

CANBERRA BC ACT 2610 

 
Via email: submissions@foodstandards.gov.au 

 

Dear Food Standards Australia New Zealand, 

 
Submission – Code Revision P1025 

 
The Australian Beverages Council (the Beverages Council) is the peak body representing the 

$7 billion non-alcoholic beverage industry. The Beverages Council provides a single, united 

industry voice to a range of stakeholders including government, non-government 

organisations, media and general public. 

Membership of the Beverages Council comprises over 95% of the non-alcoholic industry’s 

production volume, and is comprised of multi-national companies and small and medium 

businesses. The Beverages Council has two dedicated category divisions – Fruit Juice 

Australia and the Australasian Bottled Water Institute, which represent the unique interests 

of members manufacturing juice and bottled water products respectively. 

It is understood that the purpose of the proposal is to revise the Australia New Zealand Food 

Standards Code to improve legal efficacy and for related purposes. 

The Australian Beverages Council acknowledges that the primary objective has been met 

but has concerns that the revision has exceeded its scope . A member based working group 

has reviewed all relevant sections of the Code and have clearly identified areas of concern in 

the attached summary.  

Many of these alterations, whilst maybe well intentioned, fall outside the terms of reference 

and have far-reaching consequences for industry if adopted in the presented format. 
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Code Revision – Australian Beverages Council Review 

General Comments 

 There is inconsistency in regards to how definitions have been approached.   Definitions should have full compositional requirements or refer 
back to Chapter 1 Part 1.1 Std 1.1.2 Definitions used throughout the Code. 

 “Notes” used for guidance throughout the Code should be clearly indicative of no legal consequence or influence. Many instances of the use 
of “Notes” makes it more confusing and between Food Standard regulation and Fair Trading Laws. 

 Identification of change to the definition of a food additive via means of the revision rather than raising of a separate proposal goes against 
scope of this review. 

 Identification of change in the definition of “use-by date” now with  “the supplier estimates” clearly changes the legal test consequences as to 
the assessment of health and safety procedures away from regulators and State bodies and is a change outside the scope of this review. 

 New qualifier in relation to a “food for sale” (Std 1.2.10) has large interpretation consequence. 

 Concern about the change to the food additive that the extra clause in the definition in (1.1.2-11 (2)(b) 
 
(b) any substance that: 
(i) has been selectively concentrated or refined, or synthesised to perform 1 or more of the technological purposes listed in Schedule 14. 
 
The Beverages Council suggests the clause needs to be refined at the very least to clearly delineate between food additives and other foods 
which may have food additive type properties but are not food additives. 

 

  




































