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GENERAL COMMENTS 

Brazil appreciates the excellent work done by New Zealand, France and Indonesia and thanks for the 

opportunity to present the following comments on the review of the Standard for Follow-up Formula 

(Codex Stan 156-1987). 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

Recommendation 1:  

 
That CCNFSDU agree to revise the protein requirements as follows:  
 
1. that a minimum protein level of 1.6 g/100 kcal is established and that clinical evaluation is required 
for formula with non-hydrolysed milk protein levels below 1.8 g/ 100 kcal.  
 
2. that the minimum protein value for soy protein isolate is retained, and that the second sentence in 
footnote 5 is amended to be consistent with the first (include ‘or goats’’).  
 
3. that the current minimum for follow-up formula based on hydrolysed protein is retained.  
 
4. that the two sentences relating to the clinical evaluation of formula based on non-hydrolysed milk 
protein containing less than1.8 g/protein/100 kcal and formula based on hydrolysed protein 
containing less than 2.25 g/protein/100kcal in footnote 6 are combined.  
 
a) Protein 2), 3), 4)  

 

Unit             Minimum       Maximum       GUL  

g/100 kcal    [1.6]5),6)                      3.0                 -  
g/100 kJ       [0.38]5),6)                  0.72               -  
 
2) For the purpose of this standard the calculation of the protein content of the final product ready for consumption 
should be based on N x 6.25, unless a scientific justification is provided for the use of a different conversion factor for 
a particular product. The protein levels set in this standard are based on a nitrogen conversion factor of 6.25. For 
information the value of 6.38 is used as a specific factor appropriate for conversion of nitrogen to protein in other Codex 
standards for milk products.  
3) For an equal energy value the formula must contain an available quantity of each essential and semi-essential amino 
acid at least equal to that contained in the reference protein (breast-milk as defined in Annex I of the Standard for 
Infant Formula and Formulas for Special Medical Purposes Intended for Infants (CODEX STAN 72-1981)); 
nevertheless for calculation purposes the concentrations of tyrosine and phenylalanine may be added together and 
the concentrations of methionine and cysteine may be added together.  

4) Isolated amino acids may be added to follow-up formula only to improve its nutritional value for infants. 
Essential and semi-essential amino acids may be added to improve protein quality, only in amounts necessary 
for that purpose. Only L-forms of amino acids shall be used.  
5) The minimum value applies to cows’ and goats’ milk protein. For follow-up formula based on non-cows’ [or 
non-goats’] milk protein other minimum values may need to be applied. For follow-up formula based on soy 
protein isolate, a minimum value of [2.25 g/100 kcal (0.54 g/100 kJ)] applies.  



[6) Follow-up formula based on non-hydrolysed milk protein containing [1.61 – 1.8 g] protein/100 kcal should be 
clinically evaluated by a competent national and/or regional authority. Follow-up formula based on hydrolysed 
protein containing less than [2.25 g protein/100 kcal] should be clinically evaluated].  
[6) Follow-up formula based on non-hydrolysed milk protein containing [less than 1.8 g] protein/100 kcal [(0.43 
g/100 kJ)] and follow-up formula based on hydrolysed protein containing less than [2.25 g protein/100 kcal] 
(0.54 g/100 kJ) should be clinically evaluated by a competent national and/or regional authority.] 

 
Comments 
 

Minim Protein Level 
 
Brazil agrees with the conclusion of the Chairs that the EFSA Scientific Opinion (EFSA 2017) on 
minimum protein content of follow-up formula (FUF) for older infants cannot be generalised to non-
European countries as it was based on European dietary surveys and on the assumption that a 
complementary food of a sufficient quality is provided.  
 
Moreover, it is important to take into account that EFSA notes that only two intervention studies in 
healthy term infants had been provided by food business operator, which were not considered 
sufficient to allow a conclusion on  the safety and suitability of a FUF with a protein content of 1.6 g 
protein/100kcal. 
 
Therefore, it is not possible to conclusively state that formula containing 1.6 – 1.8 g protein/100 kcal 
would be appropriate at the global level. 
 
Thus, Brazil supports the minimum limit of 1.8g/100kcal with an associated footnote indicating that 
follow-up formula containing 1.6 – 1.8 g protein/100 kcal should be clinically evaluated to ensure its 
safety and suitability. We are of the opinion that it would be more appropriate to present the minimum 
protein content of 1.8 g/100 kcal in the table with an associated footnote clarifying that formula 
containing 1.6 to 1.8 g of protein per 100 kcal should be clinically evaluated by a competent national 
and/or regional authority, for purposes of clarity. Nevertheless, we can agree with the Chairs proposal 
in order to align with the structure of IF Standard and to move forward.  
 
Footnote 5: Minimum protein level in formula based on soy protein isolate 
 
Brazil agrees with the current minimum of 2.25 g/100 kcal for follow-up formula based on soy protein 
isolate. 
 
Footnote 6: Minimum protein level in formula based on hydrolysed protein 
 
Brazil is still of the opinion that all hydrolysed protein based formulas should be clinically evaluated, 
not just those with less than 2.25 g protein/100 kcal.  
 
The safety and suitability of infant formula containing protein hydrolysates have not been fully 

demonstrated. According Mennella et al, 20161, little research has focused on infant developmental 

effects, other than growth, of formulas that differ substantially in the form of protein and data suggest 

that the form of protein in infant formula may impact cognitive development.  

 

The EFSA Draft scientific and technical guidance for the preparation and presentation of an 

application for authorisation of an infant and/or follow-on formula manufactured from protein 

hydrolysates (2017) states that the safety and suitability of a specific formula manufactured from 

protein hydrolysates has to be established by clinical studies, following a case-by-case evaluation. 

 

Therefore, Brazil thinks that all formulas based on hydrolysed protein should be evaluated by a 

competent national and/or regional authority to ensure its safety and suitability and proposes that 

footnote 6 should read: 

                                                             
1 Mennella JA, Trabulsi JC, Papas MA. Effects of cow milk versus extensive protein hydrolysate formulas on 
infant cognitive development. Amino Acids 2016 Mar;48(3):697-705. doi: 10.1007/s00726-015-2118-7. Epub 
2015 Oct 26. 



 

[6) Follow-up formula based on non-hydrolysed milk protein containing [less than 1.8 g] protein/100 
[(0.43 g/100 kJ)] kcal and follow-up formula based on hydrolysed protein containing less than [2.25 
g protein/100 kcal] (0.54 g/100 kJ) should be clinically evaluated by a competent national and/or 
regional authority]. 
 

 

Recommendation 2:  

 
That CCNFSDU agree:  
 
that the minimum in the footnote for the optional addition of docosahexaenoic acid is set to 13 
mg/100kcal (3.1 mg/100 kJ).  
 
that the agreed GUL of 0.5% of total fatty acids is converted to 30 mg/100 kcal (7.9 mg/100 kJ).  
 
Docosahexanoic acid 20)  
Unit  Minimum  Maximum  GUL  

mg/100 kcal  -  -  [30]  
[7.9]  

mg/100 kJ  -  -  
 

20) If docosahexanoic acid (22:6n-3) is added to follow-up formula, a minimum level of [13 mg/100 kcal (3.1 
mg/ 100 kJ)] should be reached, and arachidonic acid (20:4 n-6) contents should reach at least the same 

concentrations as docosahexaenoic acid. The content of eicosapentaenoic acid (20:5 n-3), which can occur 
in sources of LC-PUFA, should not exceed the content of docosahexaenoic acid. Competent national and/or 
regional authorities may deviate from the above conditions, as appropriate for the nutritional needs of their 
local population.  
 

 

Comments 

 
Brazil has no specific comments with regard to the proposed minimum content. Nevertheless, for 
regulatory purposes, Brazil supports the proposed approach outlined by Chairs to establish minimum 
and GUL levels for the addition of DHA to follow-up formula for older infants. 

 

Recommendation 3:  
That CCNFSDU agree to establish a minimum level for fat of 3.5 g /100 kcal (0.84 g/100 kJ). 

Comments 

Brazil supports the minimum level of 3.5 g of fat per 100 kcal taking into account the rationale and 
modelling macronutrient scenarios presented in the consultation paper. 

 

Recommendation 4:  
That CCNFSDU agree to establish a maximum level for available carbohydrates of 12.5 g/100 kcal 
(3.0 g/100 kJ). 

Comments 

Brazil supports the maximum level of 12.5g of available carbohydrate/100kcal, because it allows for 
greater flexibility in protein and fat formulations. 

The modelling scenarios presented in the consultation paper of the eWG demonstrated that if the 
maximum carbohydrate content is specified at 12.5 g/100 kcal, product that is formulated at around 
3.5 g/100 kcal can still be formulated with protein at levels that are lower than that found in full fat 
cows’ milk. It was also demonstrated that moderate protein and fat levels in product for young children 
can be achieved at a maximum carbohydrate limit of 12 g/100 kcal.  



A lower limit for available carbohydrates (12 or 12.5g/100kcal) is also important to partially limit the 
addition of sugars and other carbohydrates contributing to the sweet taste of the product. 

 

Recommendation 5: 
  
That CCNFSDU:  
 
1. agree to establish a limit for mono- and disaccharides, other than lactose, of 20% of available 
carbohydrates.  
2. agree that sweet tasting carbohydrates are restricted in accordance with the amended footnote 
4 below.  
3. considers the need to limit the addition of non-carbohydrate ingredients with the purpose of 
imparting a sweet taste.  
 
Carbohydrates  
 
Available cabohydrates4)  
 
Unit  Minimum  Maximum  GUL  
g/100 kcal  -  [12.5]  -  
g/100 kJ  -  [3.0]  

 
-  

4) Lactose should be the preferred carbohydrate in [name of product] based on milk protein. Sugars, other 
than lactose [or other carbohydrates contributing to the sweet taste of [name of product] should not exceed 
[10%] or [20%] of available carbohydrate. Sucrose and/or fructose should not be added, unless needed as a 
carbohydrate source.  
[Mono- and disaccharides], other than lactose, should not exceed 20% of available carbohydrate. [Mono- 
and disaccharides includes sugars naturally present in honey, syrups, fruit juices and fruit juice 
concentrate.] Sucrose and/or fructose [and/or other carbohydrates contributing to the sweet taste of 
[name of product]] should not be added, unless needed as a carbohydrate source. [Other non-
carbohydrate ingredients should not be added solely with the purpose of imparting a sweet taste.]  

 

Comments 

Brazil agrees that lactose should be the preferred carbohydrate in [name of product] based on milk 
protein. Therefore, mono- and disaccharides, other than lactose, should not be added unless needed 
for technological reasons.  

It is fundamental to take into account the WHO (2015) recommendation to reduce the intake of free 
sugars to less than 10% of energy and conditionally recommended a further reduction to less than 
5% of energy for both adults and children.  

We are also of the opinion that it is important to limit the addition of not only mono- and disaccharides  
but also other carbohydrates which contribute to the sweet taste of the product as well as other non-
carbohydrate ingredients with the purpose of imparting a sweet taste as they can have similar 
sweetening effects. However, we acknowledge that it is necessary to define “other carbohydrates 
contributing to the sweet taste” and ”non-carbohydrate ingredients with the purpose of imparting a 
sweet taste” in order to implement the established limit. 

We also note that the requirements for the addition of any ingredient with the purpose of imparting 
sweet taste should be addressed by this standard given that there has been general agreement that 
[name of product] for young children should not be overly sweet tasting. 

Therefore, Brazil supports considering the maximum limit of 20% applicable to mono- and and 
disaccharides other than lactose, and other carbohydrates contributing to the sweet taste. We also  
agree that other non-carbohydrate ingredients should not be added solely with the purpose of 
imparting a sweet taste. 

 



Recommendation 6:  
That CCNFSDU agree that the percentage limit for sugars [and other carbohydrates contributing to 
the sweet taste] is converted to an absolute amount based on the energy density (g/ 100 kcal and g/ 
100 kJ) of product for young children once a decision is made on the maximum level of available 
carbohydrates. 

Comments 

Brazil agrees with recommendation 6. 
 

 

Recommendation 7: 

That CCNFSDU agree that no calcium-to-phosphorous ratio is included for [name of product] for 
young children. 

Comments 
 

Brazil is of the opinion that a ratio for calcium-to-phosphorous is important to ensure a better 
absorption efficiency and adequate mineral balance. Nevertheless, considering that phosphorus is 
not a key nutrient in cows’ milk and taking into account the contribution from the complementary 
feeding, Brazil can accept that this ratio is not included for [name of product] for young children.    

 

Recommendation 8:  

That CCNFSDU agree to the mandatory addition of vitamin D and minimum and maximum levels 
as follows:  
Vitamin D  
Unit  Minimum  Maximum  GUL  
μg9) /100 kcal  [1.5]  [4.5]  -  
μg9) /100 kJ  [0.36 ]  [1.08]  -  
9) Calciferol. 1 μg calciferol = 40 IU vitamin D.  

 

Comments 

 
Brazil agrees with recommendation 8. 

 

Recommendation 9:  

1) That CCNFSDU agree to the approach proposed by the Codex Secretariat and WHO, that being 
to include a Preamble in the Standard for Follow-up Formula which includes specific reference to 
relevant WHO documents and WHA resolutions, noting this approach to the Preamble would replace 
the need to list or reference these documents and resolutions within different sections of the Standard 
itself.  
2) That CCNFSDU agree to the following Preamble statement proposed by the Codex Secretariat 
and WHO, and select the preferred wording from that presented in square brackets:  
 
The Codex Alimentarius Commission acknowledges the need to [protect and support /recognize] 
breast-feeding as an unequalled way of providing ideal food for the healthy growth and development 
of infants. At the same time Codex acknowledges that numerous formulae have been produced, 
intended for use, where [necessary / appropriate], as a substitute for human milk in meeting the 
normal nutritional requirements of infants provided they are prepared under hygienic conditions and 
given in adequate amounts. In addition, various products have also been produced intended 
specifically for young children as they progress to a more diversified diet of family foods and these 
products should not discourage breastfeeding.  
The production, distribution, sale and use of follow-up formula for older infants and [name of product] 
for young children should be consistent with national health and nutrition policies and relevant 
national/regional legislation, and take into account, [as appropriate,] the recommendations made in 
the International Code of Marketing of Breast-milk Substitute (1981) and the Global Strategy for Infant 
and Young Child Feeding. Relevant WHO guidelines and policies as well as relevant World Health 
Assembly (WHA) resolutions that have been [endorsed / supported] by member states [may also] 
provide guidance to countries in this context.  
This Standard is divided into two sections. Section A refers to Follow-up Formula for Older Infants (6 
to 12 months of age), and Section B deals with [Name of Product] for Young Children (12 to 36 



months of age). It does not apply to products covered by the Codex Standard for Infant Formula 
(CODEX STAN 72 – 1981).  

Comments 
 

Brazil supports the approach proposed by the Codex Secretariat and WHO. Regarding the wording 
of the text, Brazil suggests the following amendments: 
 
The Codex Alimentarius Commission acknowledges the need to [protect and support and 
/recognize] breast-feeding as an unequalled way of providing ideal food for the healthy growth and 
development of infants. At the same time Codex acknowledges that numerous formulae have been 
produced, intended for use, where [necessary / appropriate], as a substitute for human milk in 
meeting the normal nutritional requirements of infants provided they are prepared under hygienic 
conditions and given in adequate amounts. In addition, various products have also been produced 
intended specifically for young children as they progress to a more diversified diet of family foods 
and these products should not discourage breastfeeding.  
The production, distribution, sale and use of follow-up formula for older infants and [name of product] 
for young children should be consistent with national health and nutrition policies and relevant 
national/regional legislation, and take into account, [as appropriate,] the recommendations made in 
the International Code of Marketing of Breast-milk Substitute (1981) and the Global Strategy for Infant 
and Young Child Feeding. Relevant WHO guidelines and policies as well as relevant World Health 
Assembly (WHA) resolutions that have been [endorsed / supported] by member states [may also] 
provide guidance to countries in this context.  
This Standard is divided into two sections. Section A refers to Follow-up Formula for Older Infants 
(6 to 12 months of age), and Section B deals with [Name of Product] for Young Children (12 to 36 
months of age). It does not apply to products covered by the Codex Standard for Infant Formula 
(CODEX STAN 72 – 1981). 
 
Brazil notes that the main purpose of the International Code of Marketing of Breast-milk Substitute 
(1981) and WHO guidelines and policies is to protect breast-feeding from misleading promotional 
practices. Thus, it is important to clearly state this issue in the text. 
 
Brazil strongly supports that the production, distribution, sale and use of follow-up formula for older 
infants and [name of product] for young children should take into account the recommendations made 
in the International Code of Marketing of Breast-milk Substitute (1981) and the Global Strategy for 
Infant and Young Child Feeding as well as relevant WHO guidelines and policies and WHA 
resolutions that have been endorsed/supported by member states.  
 
In relation to the format of the final Standard, we note that given that it has not yet been decided, 
Brazil suggests evaluating the possibility of establishing two different Codex Standards when the 
revision is completed, one for FUF and other for (Name of Product) for Young Children, considering 
the different nutritional requirements and the different role of follow-up formula in the diets of older 
infants compared to the product for young children.  
 

 

Recommendation 10:  

That CCNFSDU agree to the following statement for Section 1.1:  
1.1 This section of the Standard applies to Follow-up Formula for Older Infants, as defined in Section 

2.1, in liquid or powdered form.  
 

Comments 

 
Brazil agrees with recommendation 10. 

 

Recommendation 11:  
That CCNFSDU agree to the following statement for Section 1.2:  
1.2 This section of the Standard contains compositional, quality, safety, [labelling and analytical] 
requirements for Follow-up Formula for Older Infants.  

Comments 



 
Brazil agrees with adding ‘labelling’ in the text of section 1.2 as the standard addresses specific 
labelling provisions for the product.  
 
However, we think that there is no need of adding the term ‘analytical’ in the text. We understand 
that requirements of methods of analysis are detailed in a specific Codex Standard as well as other 
provisions regarding contaminants and hygiene, which are not mentioned in the text of section 1.2. 
Moreover, the terms ‘quality’ and ‘safety’ cover these aspects. 
 
Thus, we suggest the following text: 
 
1.2 This section of the Standard contains compositional, quality, safety, and labelling requirements 
for Follow-up Formula for Older Infants. 

 

Recommendation 12:  
That CCNFSDU agree to the following statement for Section 1.3, and select their preferred 
terminology (should vs shall):  
1.3 Only products that comply with the criteria laid down in the provisions of this section of this 
Standard [should / shall] be presented as] Follow-up Formula for Older Infants.  

 
Comments 

 
Brazil is of the opinion that the term ‘marketing’ could be used for consistency with the Infant Formula 
Standard (Codex STAN 72-1981) as proposed below: 
 
‘1.3 Only products that comply with the criteria laid down in the provisions of this section of this 
Standard would be accepted for marketing as Follow-up Formula for Older Infants.’ 

 
Nevertheless, if the Committee understands that the term ‘marketing’ could create confusion, Brazil 
agrees with the following text: 
  
‘1.3 Only products that comply with the criteria laid down in the provisions of this section of this 
Standard should/shall be presented as Follow-up Formula for Older Infants.’ 

 
Brazil has no comments at this moment with regard the preferred terminology. 
 

 

Recommendation 13: 

That CCNFSDU agree to: 

Scope, and that this reference be as per the recommendation of the Codex Secretariat and WHO as 
presented within Section 5.3 of this paper. 

-up formula for older infants from the Scope section as the proposed 
approach to include reference to WHO documents and WHA resolutions within the Preamble makes 
this provision within the Scope redundant. 

 
Comments 

 
Brazil agrees with recommendation 13. 

 

Recommendation 14: 
That CCNFSDU agree to the following introductory paragraph to the Labelling Section for follow-up 
formula for older infants (Section A): 
 
The requirements of the Codex General Standard for the Labelling of Pre-packaged Foods (CODEX 
STAN 1-1985), the Guidelines on Nutrition Labelling (CAC/GL 2-1985) and the Guidelines for Use of 
Nutrition and Health Claims (CAC/GL 23-1997) apply to follow-up formula for older infants. These 



requirements include a prohibition on the use of nutrition and health claims for foods for infants and 
young children except where specifically provided for in relevant Codex Standards or national 
legislation.  
 

 
Comments 

 
Brazil agrees with recommendation 14. 
 
We are of the opinion that voluntary declaration/claim about nutrients and ingredients should not be 
permitted on FUF. The use of claims contradicts the provisions of the International Code of Marketing 
of Breast-milk Substitutes, as well as other WHO and WHA recommendations. It is important to avoid 
any type of declaration/claim that could be used as a way to promote the product and jeopardize 
breastfeeding. Information on the presence of specific ingredients or nutrients is available both on 
the list of ingredients and on the nutritional information table of the label. Moreover, the product 
should only be used on advice of an independent health worker as to the need for its use and the 
proper method of use. Caregivers/consumers do not have the necessary knowledge to decide on the 
use of a formula based on claims/declarations about ingredients or nutrients. 
 

 

Recommendation 15: 

A decision on the need to revisit nutrition claims on the completion of NRVs for infants and young 
children is not required by CCNFSDU at this point in time. 
It is recommended that CCNFSDU agree that the progress of reviewing this Standard should not be 
delayed and that any consideration of NRVs (if established for this age group) and the purpose of 
such NRVs in the Guidelines for Nutrition Labelling (CAC/GL 2-1985), including the need to consider 
whether any labelling provisions within Codex standards for foods for infants and young children 
need to be revisited if NRVs are adopted by Codex, should form part of the ToR for a NRV working 
group. 
Noting that the Committee cannot foresee the outcome of any work on NRVs for this age group 
should it proceed, it is recommended that the status quo for nutrition (and health) claims, that is; that 
the prohibition on the use of nutrition and health claims for foods for infants and young children except 
where specifically provided for in relevant Codex Standards or national legislation, remain. 

 
Comments 
 

Brazil agrees with recommendation15. 
 

 

Recommendation 16:  
That CCNFSDU agree to the following text for Section 9.1 – The Name of the Product, and select its 
preferred option for provision 9.1.4, including the text within square brackets.  
9.1 The Name of the Product  
9.1.1 The text of the label and all other information accompanying the product shall be written in the 
appropriate language(s).  
9.1.2 The name of the product shall be Follow-up Formula for Older Infants as defined in Section 2.1, 
or any appropriate designation indicating the true nature of the product, in accordance with national 
[or regional] usage.  
9.1.3 The sources of protein in the product shall be clearly shown on the label.  
9.1.4 OPTION 1: Split provision 9.1.4 into two:  
9.1.4(a) If [name of animal] milk is the only source of protein[*], the product may be  

labelled ‘Follow-up Formula for Older Infants Based on [name of animal] milk [protein].  
9.1.4(b) If [name of plant] is the only source of protein[*], the product may be labelled ‘Follow-up 

Formula for Older Infants Based on [name of plant] [protein].  
[* For clarity, addition of individual amino acids where needed to improve protein quality does not 
preclude use of the above labelling options.]  
OR  

OPTION 2: Delete provision 9.1.4 as it is covered by 9.1.3  



9.1.5 A product which contains neither milk nor any milk derivative [shall] [may] be labelled "contains 
no milk or milk products" or an equivalent phrase.  

 
Comments 

 
Brazil supports option 1 for purposes of better clarity regarding the source of protein used and in 
order to harmonize the name of the products. 
   
In relation to section 9.1.5, Brazil supports the term ‘shall’ in line with Infant Formula Standard (Codex 
Stan 72-1981). We think that the phrase indicating that the product does not contain neither milk nor 
any milk derivative should be mandatory.   
 
Clean copy: 
 
9.1 The Name of the Product  
9.1.1 The text of the label and all other information accompanying the product shall be written in the 

appropriate language(s).  
9.1.2 The name of the product shall be Follow-up Formula for Older Infants as defined in Section 2.1, 

or any appropriate designation indicating the true nature of the product, in accordance with national 
[or regional] usage.  
9.1.3 The sources of protein in the product shall be clearly shown on the label.  
9.1.4(a) If [name of animal] milk is the only source of protein[*], the product may be  

labelled ‘Follow-up Formula for Older Infants Based on [name of animal] milk [protein].  
9.1.4(b) If [name of plant] is the only source of protein[*], the product may be labelled ‘Follow-up 

Formula for Older Infants Based on [name of plant] [protein].  
[* For clarity, addition of individual amino acids where needed to improve protein quality does not 
preclude use of the above labelling options.]  
 
9.1.5    A product which contains neither milk nor any milk derivative shall be labelled "contains no 
milk or milk products" or an equivalent phrase. 
 

 

Recommendation 17:  

That CCNFSDU agree to the following text for Section 9.2 – List of Ingredients.  
9.2 List of Ingredients  
9.2.1 A complete list of ingredients [including optional ingredients] shall be declared on the label in 
descending order of proportion except that in the case of added vitamins and minerals, these 
ingredients may be arranged as separate groups for vitamins and minerals. Within these groups the 
vitamins and minerals need not be listed in descending order of proportion.  
9.2.2 The specific name shall be declared for ingredients of animal or plant origin and for food 
additives. [Food additives may also optionally declare the INS number].  

Comments 

 

Brazil is of the opinion that the phrase ‘including optional ingredients’ is not necessary as the text 

clear states that a complete list of ingredients shall be declared: 

 
9.2.1 A complete list of ingredients [including optional ingredients] shall be declared on the label in 

descending order of proportion except that in the case of added vitamins and minerals, these 
ingredients may be arranged as separate groups for vitamins and minerals. Within these groups the 
vitamins and minerals need not be listed in descending order of proportion.  
 
Brazil agrees with section 9.2.2. However, we suggest discussing the wording of section 9.2.2 since 
it refers only to animal and plant origin ingredients. We note that ingredients from other origins are 
also added to follow-up infant formula such as fungi, algae and synthetic ingredients. 
 

 

Recommendation 18:  



That CCNFSDU agree to the following drafting text for Section 9.3 – Declaration of Nutritive Value.  
9.3 Declaration of Nutritive Value  
The declaration of nutrition information [for follow-up formula for older infants] shall contain the 
following information which should be in the following order:  
a) the amount of energy, expressed in kilocalories (kcal) and/or kilojoules (kJ), and the number of 
grams of protein, carbohydrate and fat per 100 grams or per 100 millilitres of the food as sold [as well 
as] [or] per 100 millilitres of the food ready for use, when prepared according to the instructions on 
the label.  
b) the total quantity of each vitamin, and mineral as listed in paragraph 3.1.3 of Section A and any 
other ingredient as listed in paragraph 3.2 of Section A per 100 grams or per 100 millilitres of the 
food as sold [as well as] [or] per 100 millilitres of the food ready for use, when prepared according to 
the instructions on the label.  
c) In addition, the declaration of nutrients in a) and b) per 100 kilocalories (or per 100 kilojoules) is 
permitted.  
 

Comments 

 

Brazil agrees with recommendation 18. 

 

Recommendation 19:  
As this paper was written prior to CCFL44, it is recommended that CCNFSDU agree to modify the 
above text (as necessary) and adopt any changes proposed at CCFL44 to be consistent with the text 
and outcomes of the discussions at the Codex Labelling Committee meeting in October 2017.  

Comments 

 
Brazil agrees with recommendation 19. We note that this paper has been discussed at CCFL44 and 
that the Committee agreed to forward the proposed draft revision to CAC41 for adoption at step 8 
(para. 33 of DRAFT REP 18/FL). 

 

Recommendation 20:  
That CCNFSDU agree to the following text for Section 9.5 and consider the proposed rewording of 
provision 9.5.1:  
9.5 Information for Use  
9.5.1 [Ready to use] products in liquid form may be used [either] directly or in the case of concentrated 
liquid products [and powdered products], must be prepared with water that is safe or has been 
rendered safe by previous boiling before feeding, according to directions for use. [Products in powder 
form should be reconstituted with water that is safe or has been rendered safe by previous boiling 
for preparation.] Adequate directions for the appropriate preparation and handling should be in 
accordance with Good Hygienic Practice.  
9.5.2 Adequate directions for the appropriate preparations and use of the product, including its 
storage and disposal after preparation, i.e. that [product] remaining after feeding should be discarded, 
shall appear on the label.  
9.5.3 The label shall carry clear graphic instructions illustrating the method of preparation of the 

product.  
9.5.4 The directions should be accompanied by a warning about the health hazards of inappropriate 

preparation, storage and use.  
9.5.5 Adequate directions regarding the storage of the product after the container has been opened, 

shall appear on the label.  
[9.5.6 The label of follow-up formula for older infants shall include a statement that the product shall 

not be introduced before 6 months of age, [is not to be used as a sole source of nutrition] and that 
older infants should receive complementary foods in addition to the product.]  

Comments 

 
Brazil supports recommendation 20 with some amendments. 
 
We think that the sentence ‘is not to be used as a sole source of nutrition’ could be retained for 
purposes of clarity although it should be interpreted as redundant.  
 



Clean copy: 
 
9.5 Information for Use  
9.5.1 [Ready to use] products in liquid form may be used [either] directly or in the case of concentrated 
liquid products [and powdered products], must be prepared with water that is safe or has been 
rendered safe by previous boiling before feeding, according to directions for use. [Products in powder 
form should be reconstituted with water that is safe or has been rendered safe by previous boiling 
for preparation.] Adequate directions for the appropriate preparation and handling should be in 
accordance with Good Hygienic Practice.  
9.5.2 Adequate directions for the appropriate preparations and use of the product, including its 
storage and disposal after preparation, i.e. that [product] remaining after feeding should be discarded, 
shall appear on the label.  
9.5.3 The label shall carry clear graphic instructions illustrating the method of preparation of the 

product.  
9.5.4 The directions should be accompanied by a warning about the health hazards of inappropriate 

preparation, storage and use.  
9.5.5 Adequate directions regarding the storage of the product after the container has been opened, 

shall appear on the label.  
[9.5.6 The label of follow-up formula for older infants shall include a statement that the product shall 

not be introduced before 6 months of age, [is not to be used as a sole source of nutrition] and that 
older infants should receive complementary foods in addition to the product.] 
 

 

Recommendation 21:  

The CCNFSDU agree to the following text for Section 9.6, that the Committee consider the text 
presented within the square brackets included within the individual provisions.  
9.6 Additional Labelling Requirements  
 
9.6.1 Labels should not discourage breastfeeding. Each container label shall have a clear, 
conspicuous and easily readable message which includes the following points:  
[a) the words "important notice" or their equivalent;]  
b) the statement "Breast milk is the best food for your baby" or a similar statement as to the superiority 
of breastfeeding or breast milk;  
[c) a statement that the product should only be used on advice of an independent health worker as 
to the need for its use and the proper method of use.]  
[d) the statement; ‘The use of this product must not replace breastmilk and lead to cessation 
of continued breastfeeding’.]  
[9.6.2   The label shall have no pictures of infants and women nor any other picture[,] or text[,] which  
idealizes the use of follow up formula.  The label shall have no pictures images, text or other 
representation that might: 
9.6.2.1  idealize the used of follow-up formula for older infants; 
9.6.2.2  suggest use for infants under the age of 6 months (including references to milestones and  
stages); 
9.6.2.3  recommend or promote bottle feeding;  
9.6.2.4  undermine or discourage breastfeeding, that makes a comparison to breast-milk, or  
suggests that the product is nearly equivalent to or superior to breast-milk;  
9.6.2.5  convey an endorsement or anything that may be construed as an endorsement by a  
professional or any other body, unless this has been specifically approved by relevant national,  
regional or international regulatory authorities.] 
9.6.3   The terms "humanized", "maternalized" or other similar terms shall not be used. [In addition, 
the product should not be compared to breast-milk]. 
[9.6.4]  Products shall be labelled in such a way as to avoid any risk of confusion between infant 
formula,follow-up formula for older infants, [name of product] for young children, and formula for 
special medical purposes [, and to enable consumers to make a clear distinction between them, 
in particular as to the text, images and colours used.] 

Comments 
 

Brazil supports recommendation 21 with some amendments. 
 



We suggest replacing the term ‘label’ for ‘labelling’ in the text, considering the definitions in CODEX 
STAN 1-1985: 
 
‘Label’ means any tag, brand, mark, pictorial or other descriptive matter, written, printed, stencilled, 
marked, embossed or impressed on, or attached to, a container of food. 
 
‘Labelling’ includes any written, printed or graphic matter that is present on the label, accompanies 
the food, or is displayed near the food, including that for the purpose of promoting its sale or disposal. 
 
The term ‘labelling’ covers both the label and any accompanying leaflet. We understand that the 
provisions of this section apply not only to labels but also to any material for the purpose of promoting 
its sale or disposal in accordance to WHO guidelines and policies.  
 
Moreover, we note that the term ‘labelling’ is used in section 9.6 of the document. Thus, for 
consistency, the same term should be used in this section. 
 
With regard to section 9.6.1 (d), we are of the opinion that it should be retained as suggested by the 
WHO representative in the 37a meeting of CCNFSDU. Moreover, the sentence is in accordance with 
recommendation 4 of WHA 69.9 - Ending inappropriate promotion of foods for infants and young 
children.  
 
The text of section 9.6.2.4 should also be retained without deleting any word for consistency with the 
text of recommendation 4 of WHA 69.9: 
 
‘Recommendation 4. The messages used to promote foods for infants and young children should 
support optimal feeding and inappropriate messages should not be included. Messages about 
commercial products are conveyed in multiple forms, through advertisements, promotion and 
sponsorship, including brochures, online information and package labels. Irrespective of the form, 
messages should always:  
 
(1) include a statement on the importance of continued breastfeeding for up to two years or beyond 
and the importance of not introducing complementary feeding before 6 months of age;  
 
(2) include the appropriate age of introduction of the food (this must not be less than 6 months);  
 
(3) be easily understood by parents and other caregivers, with all required label information being 
visible and legible.  
 
21. Messages should not:  
 
(1) include any image, text or other representation that might suggest use for infants under the age 
of 6 months (including references to milestones and stages);  
 
(2) include any image, text or other representation that is likely to undermine or discourage 
breastfeeding, that makes a comparison to breast-milk, or that suggests that the product is nearly 
equivalent or superior to breast-milk;  
 
(3) recommend or promote bottle feeding;  
 
(4) convey an endorsement or anything that may be construed as an endorsement by a professional 
or other body, unless this has been specifically approved by relevant national, regional or 
international regulatory authorities.’  
 
 
In relation to the section 9.6.4, we support the text in square brackets as it is accordance with 
recommendation 5 of WHA 69.9: 
 
‘Recommendation 5. There should be no cross-promotion to promote breast-milk substitutes 
indirectly via the promotion of foods for infants and young children.  
 



(1) The packaging design, labelling and materials used for the promotion of complementary foods 
must be different from those used for breast-milk substitutes so that they cannot be used in a way 
that also promotes breast-milk substitutes (for example, different colour schemes, designs, names, 
slogans and mascots other than company name and logo should be used).  
 
(2) Companies that market breast-milk substitutes should refrain from engaging in the direct or 
indirect promotion of their other food products for infants and young children by establishing 
relationships with parents and other caregivers (for example through baby clubs, social media 
groups, childcare classes and contests).’  
 
Clean copy 
 
9.6 Additional Labelling Requirements  
 
9.6.1 Labels Labelling should not discourage breastfeeding. Each container label shall have a clear, 

conspicuous and easily readable message which includes the following points:  
[a) the words "important notice" or their equivalent;]  
b) the statement "Breast milk is the best food for your baby" or a similar statement as to the superiority 
of breastfeeding or breast milk;  
[c) a statement that the product should only be used on advice of an independent health worker as 
to the need for its use and the proper method of use.]  
[d) the statement; ‘The use of this product must not replace breastmilk and lead to cessation 
of continued breastfeeding’.]  
[9.6.2   The label labelling shall have no pictures of infants and women nor any other picture[,] or 
text[,] which idealizes the use of follow up formula.  The label shall have no pictures images, text or 
other representation that might: 
9.6.2.1  idealize the used of follow-up formula for older infants; 
9.6.2.2  suggest use for infants under the age of 6 months (including references to milestones and  
stages); 
9.6.2.3  recommend or promote bottle feeding;  
9.6.2.4  undermine or discourage breastfeeding, that makes a comparison to breast-milk, or  
suggests that the product is nearly equivalent to or superior to breast-milk;  
9.6.2.5  convey an endorsement or anything that may be construed as an endorsement by a  
professional or any other body, unless this has been specifically approved by relevant national,  
regional or international regulatory authorities.] 
9.6.3   The terms "humanized", "maternalized" or other similar terms shall not be used. [In addition, 
the product should not be compared to breast-milk]. 

[9.6.4]  Products shall be labelled in such a way as to avoid any risk of confusion between infant 
formula,follow-up formula for older infants, [name of product] for young children, and formula for 
special medical purposes [, and to enable consumers to make a clear distinction between them, 
in particular as to the text, images and colours used.] 

 
 

Recommendation 22:  
That CCNFSDU agree to the following statement for Section 1.1:  
1.1 This section of the Standard applies to [name of product] for young children, as defined in Section 
2.1, in liquid or powdered form.  
 

Comments 
 

Brazil agrees with recommendation 22. 
 

 

Recommendation 23:  
That CCNFSDU agree to the following statement for Section 1.2:  
1.2 This section of the Standard contains compositional, quality, safety, [labelling and analytical] 
requirements for [name of product] for young children.  
 



Comments 
 
Brazil agrees with adding ‘labelling’ in the text of section 1.2 as the standard addresses specific 
labelling provisions for the product.  
 
However, we think that there is no need of adding the term ‘analytical’ in the text. We understand 
that requirements of methods of analysis are detailed in a specific Codex Standard as well as other 
provisions regarding contaminants and hygiene, which are not mentioned in the text of section 1.2. 
Moreover, the terms ‘quality’ and ‘safety’ cover these aspects. 
 
Thus, we suggest the following text: 
 
1.1 This section of the Standard contains compositional, quality, safety, and labelling requirements 

for (Name of product) for Young Children. 

 

Recommendation 24:  

That CCNFSDU agree to the following statement for Section 1.3, and select their preferred 
terminology (should vs shall):  
1.3 Only products that comply with the criteria laid down in the provisions of this section of this 
Standard [should / shall] be presented as] [name of product] for young children.  

Comments 
 
Brazil is of the opinion that the term ‘marketing’ could be used in the text for consistency with the 
Infant Formula Standard (Codex STAN 72-1981) as proposed below: 
 
‘1.3 Only products that comply with the criteria laid down in the provisions of this section of this 
Standard would be accepted for marketing as (Name of product) for Young Children.’ 

 
Nevertheless, if the Committee understands that the term ‘marketing’ could create confusion, Brazil 
prefers the following text: 
  
‘1.3 Only products that comply with the criteria laid down in the provisions of this section of this 
Standard should/ shall be presented as (Name of product) for Young Children.’ 

 
Brazil has no comments at this moment with regard the preferred terminology. 
 

 

Recommendation 25:  

That CCNFSDU agree:  

Scope, and that this reference be as per the recommendation of the Codex Secretariat and WHO as 
presented within Section 5.3 of this paper.  

proposed approach to include reference to WHO documents and WHA resolutions within the 
Preamble makes this provision within the Scope redundant.  
 

Comments 
 
Brazil agrees with recommendation 25. 

 

Recommendation 26:  
That CCNFSDU agree to the following introductory paragraph to the Labelling Section for [name of 
product] for young children (Section B):  
The requirements of the Codex General Standard for the Labelling of Pre-packaged Foods (CODEX 
STAN 1-1985), the Guidelines on Nutrition Labelling (CAC/GL 2-1985) and the Guidelines for Use of 
Nutrition and Health Claims (CAC/GL 23-1997) apply to [name of product] for young children. These 
requirements include a prohibition on the use of nutrition and health claims for foods for infants and 



young children except where specifically provided for in relevant Codex Standards or national 
legislation.  

Comments 
 

Brazil agrees with recommendation 26. 

 
 

Recommendation 27:  
That CCNFSDU note the preference of the eWG for revisiting nutrition claims on [name of product] 
for young children should NRVs be established and adopted by Codex for this age group.  
That CCNFSDU agree that the progress of reviewing this Standard should not be delayed and that 
any consideration of NRVs (if established for this age group) and the purpose of such NRVs in the 
Guidelines for Nutrition Labelling (CAC/GL 2-1985), including the need to consider whether any 
labelling provisions within Codex standards for foods for infants and young children need to be 
revisited if NRVs are adopted by Codex, should form part of the ToR for a NRV working group.  
Noting that the Committee cannot foresee the outcome of any work on NRVs for this age group 
should it proceed, it is recommended that the status quo for nutrition (and health) claims, that is that 
the prohibition on the use of nutrition and health claims for foods for infants and young children except 
where specifically provided for in relevant Codex Standards or national legislation, remain.  

Comments 
 

Brazil agrees with recommendation 27. 
 

 

Recommendation 28:  

That CCNFSDU agree to the following text for Section 9.1 – The Name of the Product, and select its 
preferred option for provision 9.1.4, including the text within the square brackets.  
9.1 The Name of the Product  
9.1.1 The text of the label and all other information accompanying the product shall be written in the 

appropriate language(s).  
9.1.2 The name of the product shall be [Name of Product] for Young Children as defined in Section 
2.1, or any appropriate designation indicating the true nature of the product, in accordance with 
national [or regional] usage.  
9.1.3 The sources of protein in the product shall be clearly shown on the label.  
9.1.4 OPTION 1: Split provision 9.1.4 into two:  
9.1.4(a) If [name of animal] milk is the only source of protein[*], the product may be  

labelled ‘[Name of Product] for Young Children based on [name of animal] milk [protein]’.  
9.1.4(b) If [name of plant] is the only source of protein[*], the product may be labelled ‘[Name of 

Product] for Young Children based on [name of plant] [protein]’.  
[* For clarity, addition of individual amino acids where needed to improve protein quality does not 
preclude use of the above labelling options.]  
OR  

OPTION 2: Delete provision 9.1.4 as it is covered by 9.1.3  
9.1.5 A product which contains neither milk nor any milk derivative [shall] [may] be labelled "contains 

no milk or milk products" or an equivalent phrase.  

Comments 
 

Brazil supports option 1 for purposes of better clarity regarding the source of protein used and in 
order to harmonize the name of the products. 
   
In relation to section 9.1.5, Brazil supports the term ‘shall’ in line with Infant Formula Standard (Codex 
Stan 72-1981). We think that the phrase indicating that the product does not contain neither milk nor 
any milk derivative should be mandatory.   
 
Clean copy 
 
9.1 The Name of the Product  



9.1.1 The text of the label and all other information accompanying the product shall be written in the 
appropriate language(s).  
9.1.2 The name of the product shall be [Name of Product] for Young Children as defined in Section 

2.1, or any appropriate designation indicating the true nature of the product, in accordance with 
national [or regional] usage.  
9.1.3 The sources of protein in the product shall be clearly shown on the label.  
9.1.4(a) If [name of animal] milk is the only source of protein[*], the product may be  

labelled ‘[Name of Product] for Young Children based on [name of animal] milk [protein]’.  
9.1.4(b) If [name of plant] is the only source of protein[*], the product may be labelled ‘[Name of 

Product] for Young Children based on [name of plant] [protein]’.  
[* For clarity, addition of individual amino acids where needed to improve protein quality does not 
preclude use of the above labelling options.]  
9.1.5 A product which contains neither milk nor any milk derivative [shall] [may] be labelled "contains 

no milk or milk products" or an equivalent phrase. 
 

 

Recommendation 29:  
That CCNFDU agree to the following text for Section 9.2 – List of Ingredients.  
9.2 List of Ingredients  
9.2.1 A complete list of ingredients [including optional ingredients] shall be declared on the label in 

descending order of proportion except that in the case of added vitamins and minerals, these 
ingredients may be arranged as separate groups for vitamins and minerals. Within these groups the 
vitamins and minerals need not be listed in descending order of proportion.  
9.2.2 The specific name shall be declared for ingredients of animal or plant origin and for food 

additives. [Food additives may also optionally declare the INS number].  

Comments 
 

Brazil is of the opinion that the phrase ‘including optional ingredients’ is not necessary as the text 

clear states that a complete list of ingredients shall be declared: 

 
9.2.1 A complete list of ingredients [including optional ingredients] shall be declared on the label in 
descending order of proportion except that in the case of added vitamins and minerals, these 
ingredients may be arranged as separate groups for vitamins and minerals. Within these groups the 
vitamins and minerals need not be listed in descending order of proportion.  
 
Brazil agrees with section 9.2.2. However, we suggest discussing the wording of section 9.2.2 since 
it refers only to animal and plant origin ingredients. We note that ingredients from other origins are 
also added follow-up infant formula such as fungi, algae and synthetic ingredients. 
 

 

Recommendation 30:  

That CCNFSDU agree to the following drafting text for Section 9.3 – Declaration of Nutritive Value 
for [name of product] for young children.  
9.3 Declaration of Nutritive Value  
The declaration of nutrition information [for [name of product] for young children] shall contain the 
following information which should be in the following order:  
a) the amount of energy, expressed in kilocalories (kcal) and/or kilojoules (kJ), and the number of 
grams of protein, carbohydrate and fat per 100 grams or per 100 millilitres of the food as sold [as well 
as] [or] per 100 millilitres of the food ready for use, when prepared according to the instructions on 
the label.  
b) the total quantity of each vitamin, and mineral as listed in paragraph 3.1.3 of Section B and any 
other ingredient as listed in paragraph 3.2 of Section B per 100 grams or per 100 millilitres of the 
food as sold [as well as] [or] per 100 millilitres of the food ready for use, when prepared according to 
the instructions on the label.  
c) In addition, the declaration of nutrients in a) and b) per [serving size and/or per] 100 kilocalories 
(or per 100 kilojoules) is permitted.  
 



Comments 
 

Brazil supports recommendation 30 with some amendments. Brazil is not in favour of declaring 

nutrient values per serving size as it is not established for this age group.  

Clean copy: 

 
9.3 Declaration of Nutritive Value  

The declaration of nutrition information [for [name of product] for young children] shall contain the 
following information which should be in the following order:  
a) the amount of energy, expressed in kilocalories (kcal) and/or kilojoules (kJ), and the number of 
grams of protein, carbohydrate and fat per 100 grams or per 100 millilitres of the food as sold [as well 
as] [or] per 100 millilitres of the food ready for use, when prepared according to the instructions on 
the label.  
b) the total quantity of each vitamin, and mineral as listed in paragraph 3.1.3 of Section B and any 
other ingredient as listed in paragraph 3.2 of Section B per 100 grams or per 100 millilitres of the 
food as sold [as well as] [or] per 100 millilitres of the food ready for use, when prepared according to 
the instructions on the label.  
c) In addition, the declaration of nutrients in a) and b) per [serving size and/or per] 100 kilocalories 
(or per 100 kilojoules) is permitted.  
 

 

Recommendation 31:  
As this paper was written prior to CCFL44, it is recommended that CCNFSDU agree to modify the 
above text (as necessary) and adopt any changes proposed at CCFL44 to be consistent with the text 
and outcomes of the discussions at the Codex Labelling Committee meeting.  

Comments 
 
Brazil agrees with recommendation 31. We note that this paper has been discussed at CCFL44 and 
that the Committee agreed to forward the proposed draft revision to CAC41 for adoption at step 8 
(para. 33 of DRAFT REP 18/FL). 

 

Recommendation 32:  
That CCNFSDU agree to the following text for Section 9.5 for [name of product] for young children 
and comment on the text still remaining in square brackets.  
9.5 Information for use  
9.5.1 [Ready to use] products in liquid form may be used [either] directly or in the case of concentrated 
liquid products [and powdered products], must be prepared with water that is safe or has been 
rendered safe by previous boiling before feeding, according to directions for use. [Products in powder 
form should be reconstituted with water that is safe or has been rendered safe by previous boiling 
for preparation.] Adequate directions for the appropriate preparation and handling should be in 
accordance with Good Hygienic Practice.  
9.5.2 Adequate directions for the appropriate preparations and use of the product, including its 
storage and disposal after preparation, i.e. that formula [product] remaining after feeding should be 
discarded, shall appear on the label.  
9.5.3 The label shall carry clear graphic instructions illustrating the method of preparation of the 

product. [Pictures of feeding bottles are not permitted on labels of (name of product) for young 
children.]  
9.5.4 [The directions should be accompanied by a warning and about the health hazards of 
inappropriate preparation, storage and use].  
9.5.5 Adequate directions regarding the storage of the product after the container has been opened, 
shall appear on the label.  
[9.5.6 The label of [name of product] for young children shall include a statement that the product 
shall not be introduced before 12 months of age and should be used as part of a [diversified] 
[balanced] diet.]  
 

Comments 
 



Brazil supports recommendation 32 with some amendments.  
 
In relation to section 9.5.6, we suggest the following amendments in order to make clear that the 
product should not replace a balanced and diversified diet and considering the consensus that it is 
not nutritionally necessary:  
 
9.5.6 The label of (name of product) for young children shall include a statement that the product 
shall not be introduced before 12 months of age and should be used as part of should not replace 
a balanced diet. 

 
Clean copy: 
 
9.5 Information for use  
9.5.1 [Ready to use] products in liquid form may be used [either] directly or in the case of concentrated 
liquid products [and powdered products], must be prepared with water that is safe or has been 
rendered safe by previous boiling before feeding, according to directions for use. [Products in powder 
form should be reconstituted with water that is safe or has been rendered safe by previous boiling 
for preparation.] Adequate directions for the appropriate preparation and handling should be in 
accordance with Good Hygienic Practice.  
9.5.2 Adequate directions for the appropriate preparations and use of the product, including its 
storage and disposal after preparation, i.e. that formula [product] remaining after feeding should be 
discarded, shall appear on the label.  
9.5.3 The label shall carry clear graphic instructions illustrating the method of preparation of the 

product. [Pictures of feeding bottles are not permitted on labels of (name of product) for young 
children.]  
9.5.4 [The directions should be accompanied by a warning and about the health hazards of 
inappropriate preparation, storage and use].  
9.5.5 Adequate directions regarding the storage of the product after the container has been opened, 
shall appear on the label.  
[9.5.6 The label of [name of product] for young children shall include a statement that the product 
shall not be introduced before 12 months of age and should be used as part of a should not replace 
a [diversified] [balanced] diet.] 
 

 

Recommendation 33:  
That CCNFSDU agree to the following text for Section 9.6 for [name of product] for young children 
and that the Committee consider the text presented within the square brackets included within the 
individual provisions.  
9.6 Additional Labelling Requirements  
[9.6.1 The label of [name of product] for young children shall have no image, text or representation 
[,including pictures of feeding bottles,] that could undermine or discourage breastfeeding or which 
idealises the use of [name of product] for young children. The terms ‘humanized’, ‘maternalized’ or 
other similar terms must not be used on the label.]  
 
[9.6.2] Products shall be labelled in such a way as to avoid any risk of confusion between infant 
formula, follow-up formula for older infants, [name of product] for young children, and formula for 
special medical purposes[, and to enable consumers to make a clear distinction between them, 
in particular as to the text, images and colours used].  

Comments 

 
Brazil supports recommendation 33 with some amendments in accordance to the recommendations 
of WHA 69.9.  
 
We also suggest replacing the term ‘label’ for ‘labelling’ in the text, considering the definitions in 
CODEX STAN 1-1985: 
 
“Label” means any tag, brand, mark, pictorial or other descriptive matter, written, printed, stencilled, 
marked, embossed or impressed on, or attached to, a container of food. 
 



“Labelling” includes any written, printed or graphic matter that is present on the label, accompanies 
the food, or is displayed near the food, including that for the purpose of promoting its sale or disposal. 
 
The term ‘labelling’ covers both the label and any accompanying leaflet. We understand that the 
provisions of this section apply not only to labels but also to any material for the purpose of promoting 
its sale or disposal in accordance to WHO guidelines and policies.  
 
Moreover, the text of section 9.6 uses the term ‘labelling’. Thus, for consistency of the document, the 
same term should be used. 
 
We suggest including the sentence ‘It shall include a statement that exclusive breastfeeding is 
recommended from birth to 6 months of age, and that breastfeeding should continue to two years of 
age or beyond’ in section 9.6.1 in line with recommendation 4 of WHA 69.9. 
 
In relation to the section 9.6.2, we support the text in square brackets as it is accordance with 
recommendation 5 of WHA 69.9. 
 
Clean copy: 
 
9.6 Additional Labelling Requirements  
[9.6.1 The label labelling of [name of product] for young children shall have no image, text or 
representation [,including pictures of feeding bottles,] that could undermine or discourage 
breastfeeding or which idealises the use of [name of product] for young children. It shall include a 
statement that exclusive breastfeeding is recommended from birth to 6 months of age, and 
that breastfeeding should continue to two years of age or beyond. The terms ‘humanized’, 
‘maternalized’ or other similar terms must not be used on the label.]  
 
[9.6.2] Products shall be labelled in such a way as to avoid any risk of confusion between infant 
formula, follow-up formula for older infants, [name of product] for young children, and formula for 
special medical purposes[, and to enable consumers to make a clear distinction between them, 
in particular as to the text, images and colours used]. 

 

 

Recommendation 34:  

That CCNFSDU agree to the following definition for follow-up formula for older infants:  
Follow-up formula for older infants means a product, specially manufactured for use as a liquid 
part of [a progressively / diversified] diet for older infants when complementary feeding is introduced.  

Comments 
 

Brazil suggests the following definition: 

 

 Follow-up formula for older infants means a product, specially manufactured for use as 

a substitute for breast-milk, as a liquid part of a progressively / diversified diet for older 

infants when complementary feeding is introduced. 

 

We are of the opinion that the definition should clear state that follow-up formula is used as a 
substitute for breast-milk for consistency with WHO documents. 

 

Recommendation 35:  

That CCNFSDU consider the following proposal for the definition of (name of product) for young 
children, including the text in square brackets.  
[Name of product] for young children means a product specially [formulated and] manufactured 
for use as a liquid part of the [progressively] [diversified] diet of young children [in order to 
contribute to the nutritional needs of young children] [when nutrient intakes may not be 
adequate to meet nutritional requirements].  

Comments 
 
Brazil supports the following definition: 



 

(Name of Product) for young children means a product specially [formulated and] manufactured for 

use as a liquid part of the [progressively] [diversified] diet of young children [in order to contribute 

to the nutritional needs of young children] [when nutrient intakes may not be adequate to 

meet nutritional requirements]. 

 

We are of the opinion that the sentence “when nutrient intakes may not be adequate to meet the 

nutritional requirements” can lead to the interpretation that a progressively diversified diet will not be 

sufficient to meet the nutritional requirements of young children and that the product would be 

necessary for this purpose. As previously agreed by the Committee, [name of the product] for young 

children is not considered nutritionally necessary. The nutritional needs of this age group can be met 

with a proper nutritional guidance.   

 

We note, however, that the definition is vague as any liquid product which contributes to the nutritional 

needs of young children would meet this definition. Thus, we suggest revisiting this definition after 

the completion of compositional requirements of the product of young children in order to better define 

the nature of the product.    

 

 

Recommendation 36:  

That CCNFSDU agree to adopt the name Follow-up Formula for Older Infants as the name of 
product for the 6 – 12 month age group (older infants).  

Comments 
 
Brazil agrees with recommendation 36. 
 

 

Recommendation 37:  

That CCNFSDU agree to either of the following two names for product for young children.  
 

 
 

Comments 
 
As a starting point of the discussion, Brazil understands that the name “Young child milk-based (or 
plant-based) beverage” could be used. 
 

 


