
Attachment D – Template for submissions – Proposal P293 – 
Nutrition, Health & Related Claims 

To assist us in compiling submissions, please complete the tables below.   
 
Table 1:  Revised draft Standard 1.2.7 
 
Submitter name:  Beef + Lamb New Zealand Inc. and The Meat Industry Association of 
New Zealand 
 
1. Does the revised drafting accurately capture the regulatory intent as provided 
in Attachment B? Please consider the clarity of drafting, any enforceability issues and 
the level of ‘user-friendliness’. 
 
Yes, the revised drafting fulfils the required criteria 
 
 
If not, please provide specific details in the table below. Ensure that the relevant clause 
number, schedule number or consequential variation item number that you are commenting 
on is clearly identified in the left column. Lines may be added if necessary.  
 
Clause number  Comment 
  
  
  
  
Schedule  Comments 
  
  
  
  
Consequential 
variations 

Comments 

  
  
  
  
 



Table 2:  Fat-free and % fat-free claims 
 
Submitter name:  
 
Question Comment 
2. What evidence can you provide that 

shows consumers are purchasing foods 
of lower nutritional quality because they 
are being misled by fat-free or % fat-free 
claims? 

 
 FSANZ is primarily interested in the 

substitution of foods of higher nutritional 
quality with foods of lower nutritional 
quality which have fat-free claims. 
Substitution within a general food group 
(e.g. choosing a different confectionery 
product) is of lesser importance.  
 

(Note: Please provide documented or 
validated evidence where possible) 
 

No comment 

3. Do you support option 1 (status quo), 
option 2 (voluntary action through a code 
of practice), or option 3 (regulate with 
additional regulatory requirements for fat-
free and % fat-free claims)? Please give 
your reasons. 

 

Option 1 – status quo, as the proposed standard 
covers fat-related claims through the 
requirements of nutrient content claims 

4. Please comment on the possible options 
for additional regulatory requirements for 
fat-free and % fat-free claims (option 3) 
(refer section 8) as follows: 

 
a. Which option do you support and 

why? 
 
b. What is an appropriate sugar 

concentration threshold for options 
3(b) and 3(d)? Where possible, 
provide information and evidence to 
support your suggested threshold 
value. 

 
c. Are there other suitable options for 

additional regulatory requirements for 
fat-free and % fat-free claims? Please 
describe. 

 

None of the suggested options is appropriate 
and therefore none is supported.  Each one 
includes different aspects of a potentially 
misleading nature to consumers.   
 
There is little need for additional regulation given 
the existing ‘deceptive and misleading’ 
provisions under the consumer protection law, 
regulated by the New Zealand Commerce 
Commission. 

 


