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REVISION OF UNECE STANDARDS

Apples
This note contains remarks by the Polish delegation on the Standard for Apples.
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AGRICULTURAL AND FOOD QUALITY INSPECTION

Republic of Poland
POLISH REMARKS ON POST-SESSION DOCUMENTS
UNECE Standard FFV-50 – Apples 

Ref. Section II  Provisions concerning quality
· The minimum requirements for surface colour and russeting  were transferred from the annex to the main part of the standard, therefore explanations of the codes A, B, C and R should remain in the annex in part of the “Definitions” or should be added to the main part of the standard (e.g. in a footnote). 
· The footnote 1 concerning specific characteristics of the Fuji variety was removed therefore numeration of footnotes should be changed. Footnote 1 should now inform about the open list of varieties, which are set out in the annex to this standard (without criteria for colouring and russeting – which have been transferred to the main part of the standard). Footnote 2 should inform about the exemptions from the provisions on russeting of the varieties marked with “R” on the list.
· In “Extra” Class and Class I the reference to the footnote indicating the attached list of varieties should be placed at the end of the second sentence: “In shape, size and colouring they must be characteristic of the variety”, because to the varieties on the list there are assigned color classes and one can find there the information on the assignment of varieties to the classes. 
· At the end of the first sentence in Class II there should not be any reference to the footnote, because in this sentence there is already a reference to the minimum requirements listed above in Parts A and B of the Section II.
Ref. Section Provisions concerning presentation
· In the part A of this section the following sentence: “uniformity of variety and origin are not required for apples in consumer package of a net weight not exceeding 5 kg” has been removed, thus the weight of packages containing a mixture of different varieties is not anymore defined anywhere in the standard (In  e.g. the EU regulations there is such requirement - See: Part B of the Annex to Commission Regulation (EC) No 1221/2008 of 5 December 2008 amending Regulation (EC) No 1580/2007 laying down implementing rules of Council Regulations (EC) No 2200/96, (EC) No 2201/96 and (EC) No 1182/2007 in the fruit and vegetable sector as regards marketing standards).
Ref. List of apple varieties FFV-50 
In the first column “Variety” Belle de Boskoop has been replaced with Boskoop rouge, which causes that the Boskoop rouge appears twice on the list.
We suggest also the addition of Alwa variety to the list (colour group B), which has been submitted by Poland (30 April 2009).
UNECE Standard FFV-51 – Pears  

In section II Provisions concerning quality the information in footnote 1 and 2 is exactly the same. 

We propose to remove one of these footnotes and to recall it where necessary.
Ref.  New UNECE Standard for fresh chilli peppers (document INF.13)

In the table, section III Provisions concerning sizing for the weight of extra large fruit type Jalapeño the majority sign there should be placed instead of the minority sign. 

( i.e. should be (35)
Ref. New UNECE Standards for Groups of Products – Justification(document INF.23)
Regarding to the replacement of four separate UNECE standards: for carrots FFV-10, scorzonera FFV-33, rhubarb FFV-40 and raspberries FFV-32 with the new group standards, Poland has concerns of lower requirements for the quality and size of these products.

The new standards are less restrictive. There is no requirements for the minimum size - for example, raspberries were 15 mm in Class I and 12 mm in Class II. Also in the case of rhubarb and  root vegetables were a minimum size requirement, now there is only a requirement that the difference between the smallest and the largest vegetable does not exceed a certain size. “Extra” class for carrot was removed. Previously in “Extra” class there has been a requirement for washing carrots. (The requirement to wash carrot root in “Extra” class was also in the standard of the EU in force until 30 June 2009 - Regulation (EC) No 730/1999).

The Poland is apprehensive whether the proposal amendment of the existing standards will not reduce the quality of products entering the market. 
It is worth to consider whether the above mentioned four species should be included into the standards for group standards. 

Common comments

In the standards for apples FFV-50, pears FFV-51 and recommendations for apricots FFV-02 (section II Provisions concerning quality, part Classification) there is the same requirement in Extra class and Class I: “The flesh must be perfectly sound”.

To distinguish the quality fruit from the Extra Class and Class I we suggested to skip word “perfectly” in the description of the fruit requirements in Class I. Therefore the requirement for Class I should be “The flesh must be sound.”
Due to the fact that the Specialized Section agreed to amend the quality tolerance in Class I and Class II of the Standards Layout, we suggested to change the requirements for tolerance in all revised at 55th session standards (apples, pears, tomatoes and others) respectively. [image: image8.png]. 4
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