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Specialized Section on Standardization of Fresh Fruit and Vegetables 

Fifty-fourth session

Geneva, 26-30 May 2008

Item 8 of the provisional agenda
UNECE EXPLANATORY BROCHURE FOR SWEET PEPPERS

This note presents comments from Switzerland on the draft brochure for sweet peppers.

Draft UNECE brochure on sweet peppers

Remarks on the format:

The format is different from the existing OECD-brochure-format (which we adapted not too long ago). We separated text and photos, but I’m also happy having both on the same side. 

Even if the watermark-background in the ppt-presentation looks nice I would prefer for this kind of brochures a very simple and clear style. It’s easier to concentrate on the photos without any decoration around – and the photos are the most important part of the brochure. A uniform background of the photos (the blue proved to be a good one) helps also for the “readability” of the brochure. Perhaps this can be technically achieved?

In general it was much easier for me to look at the ppt-presentation – a lot of remarks which I had after a first look in the word document where not necessary any more. 

Remark on the word-version: the photo showing bruising in cl. I is confusing because of the pointing arrow: the arrow points not on the defect as in the ppt-presenation, so I first thought that there is a second defect. 

Remarks on the standard text:

I wonder whether the standard text shouldn’t be a little more detailed in cl. I and cl. Il. We should perhaps have a short discussion on that at the next Geneva meeting.

Remarks on text and photos:

	Definition of produce
	· I would prefer a photo to each type of pepper instead of an “omnium gatherum”.

· What should I see on the photo “glasshouse growing”?


	Minimum requirements
	· Practically free from pests: there should be a text explaining clearly that the photo shows much more than the one ore two allowed pests. 

· Free of unhealed injuries: there could be another photo showing an unhealed injury by a peduncle.


	Class I
	· Shape & development: for me the photo shows too much deformation on photo 1, I would not like to fill this one. Photo 2 is ok for the shape, but nevertheless not really a nice one.

· Colour: in our opinion 50% of silvering or black/brown colour would be a little bit too much not to be regarded as a defect in cl. I, what about 30%?

· Blemishes: the photo “slight scratching” shows an additional defect (a little pressure mark). It would be better to show on the “limit allowed photos” only the the relevant defect. 

· Very slight soiling: in my opinion the photo shows not a very slight but a slight soiling.

· Peduncle: even if there is nothing said in the standard about the length of the peduncle I would not like to see such a long peduncle as shown on photo on the right side in cl. I. 



	Class II
	· Shape and development: in my opinion the fruit on the left photo and on the one in the middle are too misshapen, while the one on the right side would be ok. 

· Slight scarring: the interpretation seems to me a little confusing. First I wondered about the allowed exceeding of the 2cm-limit / 1cm2-limit resp. Then I thougt that the exceeding is perhaps allowed because of the “slight” scarring or scratching. This would mean that for a “normal” skin defect the limit have to be respected. If this is what you meant it would be ok – but it should be explained in a clearer way without any suggestiveness.

· Cracking: see remark above, but in this case I can not accept any exceeding of the 2cm / 1cm2-limit resp. Or, if we want to be less strict in cl. II, we have to amend the standard text.

· Slight thrip damage: a thrip damage is a defect caused by pests. According to the minimum requirements produce should be “practically free” of damages caused by pests. Having this in mind, I think the surface with a thrips damage is a little bit too big.

· Slight healed injuries: the damage on the photo on the left side seems not really to be healed, but looks like a beginning of rot. The photo on the right side is ok. 



