mirs via

Europead “YSucised PVC
Film Manuracturars Association

Secretaries: Peat, Marwick, Mitchell & Co. P. Q. 8ox 121,
Telephane: (0742f 781234 The £ in Preci
Telex: 54170 - XY 1 B.aln:an:t': reenet
T ng: Veritat tial - J < !
elegrams: Veritatem Sheffield { ‘f‘? o “f SHEFFIELD.
JIula G S1 3AF.

Prof. Dr. A. Hildebrandt
Bundesgesundhei tsant
Postfach 330013

D<100Q Berlin 33

West Germany

Dear Professor Hildebrandt,

Flexible PVC Sheets

We refer to your letter of 21st J

notice of intention to withdraw

sheets for the packaging of fresh

to reconsider this proposal for

First, with regard to the allege
plasticiser to meat. Dr. Rudt n

10th May, 1985

anuary, in which you give advance
he recommendation of flexible PVC
meat. We would strongly urge you
he following reasons:

4

)

disadvantage of PVC in transferring
reported {Hamburg Conference on

Migration, November 1983) that tRe total migration of plasticiser from

this type of wrapping into all f
only 1.5 gms per person per year
quantity where approved plastici
Council of Eurcpe's recommendati
give for such plasticisers speci
60 mg/kg. This is the same limi
incorporated in BGA recommendati
into meat from PVC films is belo

Second, we would urge that, whilt

wrapping meat, they suffer from
listed below:

(1) Inferior meat keeping beg
transmigsion. This in p1
thus increasing cost.

{11) Inferior machinability af
(1L} Inferior cling and heat f{
(iv) Inferior clarity and ant}

(v} Inferior elastic recovery

ds, even with safe assumptions, is
This is obviously a perfectly safe
ers are concerned. Indeed, the

bns {agreed by the German representative)
Fic migration limits into food of

. agreed between us and currently

bns. The migration of plasticisers

W this figure.

other films could be used for
any disadvantages, some of which are

ause of lower moisture vapour

actice limits the loading of trays

d costs of adapting packaging machines.

eal.

fog properties.

and puncture resistance.
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As previously suggested in our dfiscussions, we believe the opinions

of the users should be cbtained

pefore a final decision i{s taken.

We are enclosing the report from NATEC, and a covering letter which
elaborates on the first point abpve.

Thira, we draw your attention t
product because another is alle
undesirability of taking unilat

working on harmonising legislati

Common Market Country proposing
We believe such action would be

of Rome (e.g. Cassis de Dijon Jy

We suggest it would be helpful |

have a further meeting.

Yours faithfully,

Secretaries

the {llogicality of banning one

ed to be satisfactory, and the

ral action at a time when the EEC is
on. Germany 1s at present the only
a ban on PVC film for meat wrapping.
contrary to Article 30 of the Treaty
dgment).

n resolving these matters for us to
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