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1 INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1 Purpose 

 
To seek views and comments on the consultative mechanisms to apply to the development of 
policy guidelines by the Australia New Zealand Food Regulation Ministerial Council. 

 
The policy guidelines, together with statutory objectives and Council of Australian 
Governments and New Zealand Government policies, will form the policy framework for 
future food standards development and review by Food Standards Australia New Zealand 
(the successor to the Australia New Zealand Food Authority). 

 
1.2 Submission Process 

 
A response sheet is attached to this paper to assist stakeholders in considering the issue.  This 
is a suggested structure and stakeholders may choose to structure their submissions 
differently. 

Submissions or response sheets should be addressed to: 

Submissions- Food Regulation Consultation 
C/o Food Regulation Secretariat 
PO Box 4 
WODEN  ACT  2606 

 
Or emailed to: 
FoodRegulationSecretariat@health.gov.au 

 
by 5 July 2002 

 
If you require further information or wish to discuss the issues before preparing a submission, 
please call the numbers listed below: 

 
In Australia: Department of Health and Ageing- 02 6289 5139 

In New Zealand: Ministry of Health- 04 495 4422 

 
2 BACKGROUND 

 
On 3 November 2000, the Council of Australian Governments (COAG) agreed to a food 
regulation reform package and signed a new intergovernmental Food Regulation Agreement 
2000 (the Agreement).  This was the culmination of two years of development by 
Commonwealth, State and Territory governments.  New Zealand was consulted during this 
process but is not a signatory of the Agreement.  New Zealand’s involvement is by way of 
the Australia New Zealand Joint Food Standards Agreement (the Treaty) between the 
Australian and New Zealand Governments. 
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The Agreement approved the establishment of a new Australia and New Zealand Food 
Regulation Ministerial Council (Ministerial Council), a new Food Regulation Standing 
Committee (FRSC) and a new statutory authority Food Standards Australia New Zealand 
(FSANZ) to succeed the Australia New Zealand Food Authority (ANZFA). The Ministerial 
Council and F SANZ will legally commence once amendments to the Treaty are agreed and 
amendments to the Australia New Zealand Food Authority Act 1991 commence. The Treaty 
entered into force in 1996 and reflects the importance of having common food standards in the 
trans-Tasman market. 

 
The Agreement requires that a consultative mechanism be established to provide stakeholder 
views to the FRSC and the Ministerial Council on the development of policy guidelines for 
food standards development. 

 
The Board of FSANZ will retain separate statutory requirements for consultation (currently 
the responsibility of ANZFA) in relation to the development of food standards. Each of the 
ten jurisdictions within the joint Australia New Zealand food standards system will also need 
to maintain links with their own stakeholders. 

 
The FRSC prepared this paper following preliminary consultation with a very small number 
of consumer, public health and food sector stakeholders in Australia and New Zealand.  This 
paper reflects further consideration of issues relating to stakeholder coverage, resources and 
administration. 

 
 
3 PROPOS ED APPROACH TO S TAKEHOLD ER CONS ULTATION 

 
 
It is proposed that an effective and flexible consultation mechanism be established to inform 
the development of policy guidelines by Ministers.  The new food regulatory arrangements 
relating to food policy to apply in Australia, and which will impact on New Zealand through 
joint food standards setting, must provide for effective stakeholder consultation. Such 
consultation would aim to: 

 
1. provide for the views of stakeholders to be considered; 

 

2. inform the policy guideline development process; 
 

3. provide for increased accountability and transparency in decision making on policy 
guidelines; and 

 

4. enhance stakeholder confidence in the food regulatory system and build relationships 
with those developing policy. 

 
 
Food regulation stakeholders include consumers, public health professionals and the food 
industry sectors which each represent a collection of groups and individuals with some 
common but with many diverging interests. The diversity of stakeholders on both sides of 
the Tasman must also be accommodated. 
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To achieve this the FRSC proposes: 
 

 
A range of consultative mechanisms or tools to be available to the Ministerial 
Council, to be applied on a case by case basis to the development of food policy 
guidelines. 

 

The FRSC has agreed to review this process to evaluate the effectiveness of this approach in 
18 months. 

 
The rationale for this approach is: 

 
● flexibility – policies, depending on scope, may require very broad consultation, may be 

sector (or region) specific, may warrant face to face meetings or be satisfied by written 
communication or any number of combinations of mechanisms.  The diversity of 
stakeholders and policy guidelines demands such flexibility; 

 
● effectiveness – the mechanism(s) considered most effective for consultation on specific 

policy guidelines can be used; 
 

● appropriateness – the mechanism(s) most appropriate for the policy issue is available; and 
 
● resource efficiency – stakeholder and government resources (time and money) need to be 

factored into selection of consultation mechanism(s) relative to the policy 
issues/guidelines. 
 
 
The range or menu of consultative mechanisms that will be available to the Ministerial 
Council include: 

 
 

• distributing consultation papers to relevant stakeholder groups and calling 
for submissions; 

 

• working through already established jurisdictional advisory, expert or 
technical committees or groups; 

 

• targeted consultation with specific stakeholder groups or in specific 
geographic areas; 

 

• workshops; 
 

• meetings; 
 

• public forums; 
 

• discussions at seminars and conferences; 
 

• purpose-specific, time-limited advisory committees; 
 

• hard copy mail outs or web-based mechanisms calling for submissions; 
 

• interactive web-based consultation (e.g. surveys, response sheets, 
‘frequently asked questions’; and 

 

• surveys. 
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Factors that could be considered in determining the most appropriate consultation mechanism 
in each circumstance include: 

 

 
● the amount and type of consultation already undertaken; 

 

● the level of broad stakeholder interest; 
 

● the degree of complexity of the issues; 
 

● the range of stakeholder groups affected; 
 

● the level and type of scientific expertise required; and 
 

● the time and resources available. 
 
 
The main advantages of the proposed approach to consultation include: 

 
● stakeholder involvement will be as broad or specific as required; 

 

● use of a variety of techniques to best suit the diverse needs of stakeholders; 
 

● recognition that a ‘one size fits all’ approach to consultation is inappropriate; 
 

● jurisdictional groups can comment on issues that specifically affect them; and 
 

● less scope for consultation to be dominated by a small number of interest groups or 
individuals as expertise and representation will be matched to each specific issue. 

 
 
4 OTHER OPTIONS CONS IDERED 

 
The Working Group considered a number of other options. These included a formal food 
regulation consultative council and holding a fixed number of consultative fora per year to 
provide views on the development of policy guidelines. 

 
Whilst each of these mechanisms has merit in certain circumstances, it is felt that a single 
option for consultation, by itself, would be too inflexible.  The issues likely to be included in 
policy guidelines are widespread and diverse.  No single mechanism can serve this purpose in 
an efficient and effective way. 

 
4.1 Food Regulation Consultative Council 

 
A formal food regulation consultative council has the following merits: 

 

 
● group members would have the time to establish productive working relationships 

with each other, as well as networks to draw on in establishing the views of groups 
such as consumers or industry, 

● provides an opportunity to develop an agenda of strategic issues, and 
 

 
● provides a very focussed approach to issues 
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However the following difficulties were seen with having a formal food regulation 
consultative council: 

 
● potentially large and unwieldy; 

 

● risk that only peak bodies or high profile groups become involved; 
 

● rigid structure only allowing for one or two meetings a year rather than dealing with 
issues as they arise; 

 

● the difficulty of operating such a Council across two countries; 
 

● the difficulty of constituting a Council that would have the expertise and experience to 
address all food regulation issues; 

 

● selection of independent Chairs being problematic; 
 

● selection process for representation potentially being lengthy and resource intensive; 
 

● risk that a council could become dominated by particular interests, or be perceived as 
biased or unrepresentative; 

 

● high travel, accommodation, sitting fees and administrative costs raise the prospect of 
government subsidies which may not be supported in the current fiscal environment; and 

 

● difficulty ensuring appropriate balance between industry, consumers and public health 
perspectives whilst also ensuring adequate representation and diversity within each of 
these interests. 

 
 
4.2 Consultative Fora 

 
 
The following advantages were identified with holding a fixed number of consultative fora 
per year: 

 
● forward program of issues for consideration can be planned and pursued, and 

 

 
● would also take on an educative role, in increasing public awareness of food policy 

issues, and how the food regulatory system operates 
 
The problems associated with holding a fixed number of consultative fora per year include: 

 
 
● travelling fora may attract ‘grass roots’ participation but lose the involvement of people 

who could provide nationally focussed expertise and advice; 
 

● where contentious issues are being discussed, meetings may be dominated by those 
issues, if local special interest groups decide to ‘stack’ meetings; and 

 
● rigid structure of a set number of fora each year rather than dealing with issues as they 

arise. 
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Attachment A 
 
 

This Attachment describes the new Australian food regulation system which impacts on New 
Zealand through the joint food standards setting arrangements. 

 
 
Overview of the New Australian Food Regulatory System 

 
 
The Australian Prime Minister announced a review of Australian food regulation in his M arch 
1997 statement, More Time for Business. The Food Regulation Review Committee, chaired by 
Dr Bill Blair OAM , was tasked with making recommendations to Australian Government on 
how to reduce the regulatory burden on the food sector and improve the clarity, certainty and 
efficiency of the current food regulatory arrangements whilst, at the same time, protecting 
public health and safety. 

 
The Australian whole of government response to the report of the Food Regulation Review 
(Blair) Committee, Food: a growth industry, was considered by the Council of Australian 
Governments (COAG). On 3 November 2000, COAG signed the intergovernmental Food 
Regulation Agreement 2000 (the Agreement) to implement a new food regulatory system. 
New Zealand was consulted during this process but is not a signatory of the Agreement. New 
Zealand’s involvement is by way of the Australia New Zealand Joint Food Standards 
Agreement (the Treaty) between the Australian and New Zealand Governments. 

 
The new food regulatory system provides for a more coordinated and effective approach to 
food regulation in Australia and impacts on New Zealand through the joint food standards 
setting arrangements.  The overriding goal of the new system is to maintain and strengthen 
the protection of public health and safety in regard to food.  The benefits include enabling 
clear and explicit debate and discussion about Ministerial policy guidelines which will inform 
standards development. The full and open engagement of stakeholders in the development of 
these policy guidelines will be vital.  Furthermore, the new arrangements address industry 
concerns about the inefficiencies, costs and duplication associated with the previous system. 
The new system comprises: 

 
● an Australia and New Zealand Food Regulation Ministerial Council, chaired by the 

Commonwealth Minister for Health and Ageing. 
 

Each jurisdiction has only one vote on the Ministerial Council under a lead Minister. 
Currently, all jurisdictions have nominated their Health Ministers as their lead Ministers. 
However, Ministers with portfolio responsibility for other areas such as primary and 
processed food production, consumer affairs and trade also have the opportunity to be 
included on the Ministerial Council.  The previous Australia New Zealand Food Standards 
Council (ANZFSC) only included the Health Ministers. 

 
The Ministerial Council will be notified about standards developed by Food Standards 
Australia New Zealand (FSANZ) and either accept, reject, or seek review of these 
proposed standards, as appropriate. It will also develop policy guidelines to guide 
FSANZ in the development of food standards. In this context, a Food Regulation 
Standing Committee will advise the Ministerial Council in close consultation with 
FSANZ. 
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● the Food Regulation Standing Committee (FRSC), comprising the Heads of the 
Ministerial Council members’ departments, and the Australian Local Government 
Association (ALGA) President to support the Ministerial Council. The FRSC’s 
purpose is to advise Ministers on policy issues relating to food standards, and 
ensure a consistent approach to standards implementation and enforcement as 
appropriate. The Secretary of the Department of Health and Ageing in Australia 
chairs this committee. 

 
● single, independent, expertise-based, statutory authority called Food Standards Australia 

New Zealand (FSANZ) to replace the Australia New Zealand Food Authority (ANZFA). 
FSANZ will be based on the existing Australia New Zealand Food Authority (ANZFA). 
The prime function of FSANZ will be to develop all Australian domestic food standards, 
eventually including Australian primary food production standards and those standards 
within the scope of the Australia and New Zealand joint food standards setting system 
(primarily labelling and composition standards).  Standards development will need to be 
consistent with the Ministerial Council policy guidelines and its statutory objectives for 
food standards. Currently, Australian meat and dairy industry standards are developed 
and approved independently of ANZFA. 

 
It will be very important in the implementation of the new food regulatory arrangements 
that there is a close dialogue between FSANZ and the new Standing Committee.  It is also 
acknowledged that the dividing line between the Ministerial Council’s role of development 
of policy guidelines for food standards development and the development of food 
standards themselves (by FSANZ) is not clear cut and will evolve over time. Work is 
proceeding on better defining the interface to ensure clarity and avoid overlap. 

 
The Australia New Zealand Food Authority Amendment Act 2001 (the Act) specifies the 
composition of the FSANZ Board, which will have a total of 12 members: the Chair of 
the FSANZ Board; the Chief Executive Officer of F SANZ; three members nominated by 
the New Zealand lead Minister (one of these three members must be a person with 
expertise in one of the science or public health fields specified in the Act); one member 
nominated by the Australian National Health and Medical Research Council (NHM RC); 
one member nominated by consumer organisations; three members nominated by 
organisations or public bodies established for purposes relating to science or public 
health; and two members nominated by organisations, or public bodies, established for 
purposes relating to the food industry. 

 
● Development and Implementation Sub-Committee (DISC) which will develop strategic 

guidelines for jurisdictions to promote a consistent approach to implementation, 
inspection and enforcement of food standards as appropriate; and 

 
● Technical Advisory Group (TAG) which will formally report to the DISC. TAG will 

provide technical advice to DISC and F SANZ on the practicalities of enforcing proposed 
new standards and food regulatory measures, and other implications of proposed food 
regulatory measures. 

 
A schematic diagram illustrating the relationship between the components of the new system 
is at Attachment B. 
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The new system required amendment of the Commonwealth Australia New Zealand Food 
Authority Act 1991, to create the new statutory authority Food Standards Australia New 
Zealand.  The creation of FSANZ is also linked to the commencement of amendments to the 
Treaty and to the establishment of a FSANZ Board. 

 
The Australia New Zealand Food Authority Amendment Act 2001 received Royal Assent on 
10 July 2001. An exchange of letters between Australia and New Zealand agreeing the text 
of the Treaty amendments has been completed, however the amendments cannot commence 
until after Parliamentary committees in both Australia and New Zealand have examined 
them.  The target date for the commencement of the Treaty amendments is July 2002. 
Together with the establishment of the FSANZ Board, this will signal the creation of FSANZ 
and the full establishment of the new food regulatory system. 

 
Although food standards in Australia are developed under the authority of the 
Commonwealth Australia New Zealand Food Authority Act 1991, the legislative power to 
enforce these standards resides with the Australian States and Territories and New Zealand. 
A key component of the COAG food regulatory reforms was the endorsement of an 
Australian Model Food Act as the basis of new food legislation to be enacted by each State 
and Territory. This legislation will provide for more effective and nationally consistent 
administration and enforcement of food standards. 

 
 
Stakeholder Consultation in the New Australian Food Regulatory System and Joint 
Food Standards Setting System 

 
The Agreement requires a consultative mechanism to be set in place to assist in consulting on 
food regulation and policy development with key consumer, health and industry stakeholders. 

 
The Agreement states that any consultative mechanism needs involvement from three key 
areas: consumers, public health professionals and the food industries, and must cover both 
Australia and New Zealand (in the latter case, where it is within the scope of the Treaty). 

 
The consultative mechanism requires a range of stakeholder views from the three key areas 
listed above to provide input to the Ministerial Council, FRSC, DISC and FSANZ (see 
Attachment B - Australia and New Zealand Food Regulatory Model).  The Ministerial 
Council is the ultimate decision maker on food regulation and food standards matters for 
Australia and, where covered by the Treaty, for New Zealand. 

 
The consultation arrangements proposed in this paper will cover the development of policy 
guidelines and implementation issues. At times, it may also include consultation on the 
standards development work of FSANZ, however, the consultative mechanism will be 
separate from and in addition to the statutory consultative requirements that FSANZ must 
fulfil as part of its processes during the development of food standards. It will not inhibit 
arrangements deemed necessary by the FSANZ Board in undertaking its broader statutory 
responsibilities. 
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Existing Consultative Arrangements 

ANZFA 

 

Under its legislation, ANZFA is required to seek public input to its standards development 
processes at two stages (initial and draft assessment), with some limited exceptions.  It is also 
required to publicly notify its decisions (final assessment).  This will remain the case under the 
new legislation. 

 
In undertaking its statutory requirements to consult on standards development, ANZFA uses 
a number of mechanisms. The basis for its consultations is its standards assessment reports. 
As well as being provided directly to the Applicant, government agencies, and anyone else 
who has expressed interest in the issue, the reports are also placed on ANZFA’s website and 
their availability is advertised in newspapers in both countries.  ANZFA also uses a number 
of other consultation mechanisms to explore the issues raised in these reports.  It is expected 
that FSANZ will continue these practices.  These include: 

 
● community forums, 

 

● issues-specific forums, 
 

● interest-specific forums for groups such as small business and public health professionals, 
 

● expert working groups, 
 

● public conferences and meetings, 
 

● meetings between the ANZFA Board and stakeholder groups, 
 

● Maori Reference Group, 
 

● meetings with Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people and organisations. 
 
 
ANZFA is currently in the process of revising and improving its consultation and 
communication arrangements for standards development and has recently developed a 
Community Involvement Strategy.  This strategy was developed to improve ANZFA’s 
consultation arrangements following discussions with a large number of stakeholder 
organisations.  It is expected that these new arrangements will remain in place for 
FSANZ and may be strengthened further by the new FSANZ Board. 

 
FSANZ will still be responsible for consulting with stakeholders on the development of 
standards and for deciding on the most appropriate form for these consultations, consistent 
with the requirements of its legislation.  In consulting on standards, however, it will need to 
have regard to any policy guidelines determined by Ministers. 
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Existing State, Territory and New Zealand based Consultative Groups 
 
There are already a number of consultative mechanisms on food issues based in the 
Australian States and Territories and New Zealand.  These include: 

 
● New South Wales, there is a statutory NSW Food Advisory Committee with industry and 

consumer representatives.  The peak NSW food agency for primary food production, 
Safe Food New South Wales, also maintains consultative mechanisms for its divisions 
and a Safe Food Advisory Committee.  The Act which established Safe Food NSW 
requires a review, due to commence in December 2001 and report back to Parliament 
within twelve months, to recommend whether or not NSW should move to a single food 
authority. There will be opportunities for consultation associated with this review 
process. 

 
● the Victorian Food Safety Council is a statutory committee established in accordance with 

the Victorian Food Act 1984 to advise the Minister for Health on the Food Standards 
Code, food safety and food standards generally and the operation of the Food Act 1984. 
The Council brings together food safety experts and industry representation, consumer 
groups and government authorities. 

 
The Food Standards Sub Committee of the Council is comprised of members of the 
Council and a reference group of external experts including microbiologists and 
nutritionists.  The role of the Sub Committee is to assess the implications of proposed 
food standards and variations to the standards, bringing together scientific, industry and 
consumer perspectives. 

 
● Queensland has a number of formal consultative mechanisms on food safety and food 

standards. 
 

In the Health portfolio, there is a Ministerial Advisory Committee called the Food Safety 
Stakeholders Forum (FSSF) which consists of 26 key stakeholders representative groups. 
The FSSF is a key mechanism to consult with stakeholders and advise the Minister on the 
implementation of the food reforms. 

 
Qld Health has established a Food Reform Implementation Team (FRIT) which has a role 
of developing networks with stakeholders to assist in the introduction of the food reforms. 
This FRIT has conducted over 70 workshops throughout regional centres in Qld on the 
food reforms, including the Food Safety standards, the Food Standards Code and the 
revision of the Food Act. 

 

 
There is also a Food Safety Standard Working Group formed as a consultation 
mechanism with key stakeholders on the implementation of the food reforms. 
The primary industry portfolio has a Food Safety Advisory Committee which advises the 
Minister for Primary Industry on primary production food safety.  Additionally, the Safe 
Food Production Qld has Food Safety Scheme Development Committees with industry 
and stakeholder representation in the Dairy, Meat, Seafood, Egg, Animal Feed and 
Horticulture sectors. 
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● Western Australia has a statutory Food Advisory Committee which is appointed by the 
WA Minister for Health. The Committee includes a consumer representative and a 
food industry sector representative. 

 
An inter-departmental Western Australian Food Coordinating Committee (WAFCC) 
exists to provide a whole of government view to food regulation.  When appropriate, for 
instance in relation to the Model Food Act, WAFCC engages a broad Stakeholders 
Group comprising relevant agencies, industry sectors and professional bodies, for the 
purpose of consultation. 

 

 
● South Australia the Department for Human Services (DHS) has established a 

consultative arrangement that reflects the national process. A peak cross-department 
Food Regulation Standing Committee (SAFRSC), reporting directly to the Minister for 
Human Services & Minister for Primary Industries oversees policy development. A 
multi-agency Food Safety Implementation Working Group (FSIWG) reports to the 
SAFRSC and coordinates implementation of the new food law. Key projects overseen by 
the FSIWG include development of IT systems, communication and training. Local 
Government and the AIEH are key stakeholders. Industry representatives will play a 
significant role particularly in the development of training and communication 
strategies associated with the roll out of the new Food Standards. 

 
Primary Industries and Resources SA (PIRSA) consults with stakeholders in the primary 
processing and production sectors through the Primary Industry Food Safety Steering 
Committee.  The Committee includes DHS and AQIS representatives. 

 
● Tasmania has co-operative arrangements in relation to food-safety issues between the 

Department of Health and Human Services and the Department of Primary Industries 
Water and Environment (DPIWE).  The Food Advisory Council is established under the 
Food Act 1998 to advise the Director of Public Health on food matters and aims to bring 
together industry, consumers and government interests.  The Director of Food Quality 
and Safety at the DPIWE has recently been appointed to the Food Advisory Council. 

 
● the Australian Capital Territory has a Food Regulatory Advisory Group (ACTFRAG). 

ACTFRAG was initially set up to assist in implementing the national food reforms, but 
will continue to have a developing role beyond implementation.  At present ACTFRAG 
is made up of Departmental officers and Industry representatives.  There is also a 
bi-monthly newsletter that goes out to every food business. 

 

 
● the Northern Territory does not have a formalised Advisory Committee for food 

regulation. As a small jurisdiction, it has been able to ensure that views of key 
stakeholders are incorporated in the development of government policy and in 
NT positions/responses to food standards proposals.  However, an option for the 
establishment of a Food Advisory Committee is being addressed through the 
development of a new NT Food Act based on the Model Food Act. 

 
● New Zealand consults on all significant policy issues through circulation of 

discussion papers, stakeholder meetings/hui and public advertisements.  A whole of 
government view on significant policy issues is formulated through the Officials 
Committee on Food Administration.  A consumer forum for food issues has been 
functional for the past two years and is jointly convened by the Ministries of Health, 
Agriculture and Forestry, and Consumer Affairs.  These mechanisms are anticipated 
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Attachment A 
to continue under the New Zealand Food Safety Authority proposed for establishment 
on 1 July 2002. As part of this new arrangement for food administration, it has also 
been proposed that a Food Safety Advisory Board of up to 10 stakeholders be 
established to provide independent advice to the Minister on food issues. 

 
Guidelines/Areas Planned for Consultation in the Immediate/Short Term 

 
Health Claims – Policy guidelines for health and nutrition claims are currently subject to 
targeted consultation in Australia and New Zealand.  The list of those being consulted was 
compiled from the submitters to previous ANZFA work in this area and lists of nominated 
recipient bodies and persons identified by jurisdictions.  The rationale for this approach is 
that the subject has already been the subject of considerable consultation by ANZFA over a 
lengthy period of time and, with minor adjustments, the previous participants in consultation 
should reflect the stakeholders most likely to have an interest in the issues. 

 
Strategic Priorities and Work Program – Ministers are to consider this area at the M ay 
2002 meeting following which this material will be made available for public information. 
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RESPONSE SHEET 
 
 

PROPOSED APPROACH TO STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION ON 
FOOD POLICY GUIDELI NES DISCUSSION PAPER 

 
Name:  
Title: 
Organisation:  
Address: 

 
 
Tele phone : 
Fax: 
Email: 

 

1. What do you think are the key features of a consultative mechanism?  

2. Do you think the proposed approach to consultation outlined in the consultation 
document address/include these key features? 

 
Yes No (Please circle the appropriate response) 

If no, please list those features that are not addressed: 

3. What do you think consultation will achieve in helping to guide the policy 
development process? 

 



 

 

4. Are there other mechanisms for consultation that you believe should be included in 
the consultation paper? 

 
Yes No 

 

 
If yes, please provide details below: 
If no, please go to Question 6. 

5. For the consultation mechanisms you have listed above, please comment on the 
advantages and disadvantages of implementing each of these mechanisms. 

 

6. Additional Comments: 

Comments should be provided by Friday 5 July 2002 to: 
 

Submissions – Food Regulation Consultation 
C/o Food Regulation Secretariat 

PO Box 4 
WODEN  ACT  2606 

Email: FoodRe gul at ionSe cret ariat @hea lt h.gov.au 
Fax: (02) 6289 5100 
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