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Forward
This report is produced by the Australian wine sector’s national peak industry body, Australian Grape and Wine
Incorporated (Australian Grape & Wine). It provides a snapshot of existing market access and trade barrier
activity relevant to the Australian wine industry by market.
The report is produced from a number of sources and is maintained in alignment with the Australian Wine
Sector Trade & Market Access Strategy, with support of a number of international and national industry partners.

While every reasonable effort has been made to provide reliable information, Australian Grape & Wine disclaims
all liability (including any indirect, special, incidental or consequential damage or loss) suffered or incurred by
any person, whether directly or indirectly by reason of any use or misuse of, or reliance upon, the data, or any of
the information being inaccurate, incomplete, incorrect or misleading or deceptive. Australian Grape & Wine will
not be liable for any indirect, special, economic or consequential loss or damage or loss of revenue, profits,
goodwill, bargain or opportunities or loss or corruption of data or loss of anticipated savings incurred or
suffered.
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Key meetings for 2020/21
Below is a list of the key Market Access and Trade related meetings and committees occurring
over 2020-2021 with relevance to the wine sector. A list of the committees and their roles is
available in the Australian Wine Sector Trade Strategy.
Date
February 2020
2 March 2020
March 2020
March/April 2020
22-23 April 2020
2-3 June 2020
July 2020
August 2020
19-23 October 2020
16 – 20 November 2020
23 - 27 November 2020
(SOM 1 or 2) 2021

Meeting
Market Access Group
Codex Committee on Food Additives
(CCFA52)
OIV China Delegation
OIV/ FIVS
WWTG
IWTS
OIV
Market Access Group
Codex Committee on Food Labelling
(CCFL46)
WWTG/APEC WRF/ FIVS
OIV Congress
APEC Food Safety Cooperation Forum

Location
Canberra, Australia
Lanzhou, China (Postponed)
Beijing, China (Postponed)
Paris/Brussels (Postponed)
Brasilia, Brazil (Postponed)
TBA
Virtual
Canberra, Australia
TBA, Canada
Blenheim, New Zealand
Santiago, Chile
New Zealand

NOTE: the COVID-19 Pandemic has resulted in wide spread cancellation and postponement of
key international events during 2020.

Current and Active Issues
The following is a summary of trade and market access developments and updates, relevant to
wine, which have occurred in recent months or are active and awaiting ongoing outcomes.

ARGENTINA
Mandatory pregnancy warning label
On 6 January 2020, Argentina notified the WTO (G/TBT/N/ARG/382) of an impending regulatory
amendment intended to implement mandatory pregnancy warning on labels for alcoholic
beverages. The draft amendment is available here (in Spanish).

The proposed amendments include
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Mandatory compliance for all alcoholic beverage labels.
Pictogram only (below) with no additional wording.
Single colour of choice, provided it’s contrasting to the background.
Minimum 6mm in size.
36 Month transition period for compliance from date of gazettal.

The amendments have been thoroughly explored over a long-term consultation period between
the Argentinian government and industry sectors, to develop the requirements.
Packaging of wine industry products
On 9 December 2019, the National Institute of Vitiviniculture notified the WTO
(G/TBT/N/ARG/165/Add.7) of existing Resolutions concerning labelling requirements for
packaging of wine industry products for consumption are rearranged and consolidated, by order
of Decree No. 891/2017 establishing good regulatory simplification practices. Accordingly,
Resolution No. C.20/2004 and the amendments thereto (G/TBT/N/ARG/165 and its addenda) are
repealed.

AUSTRALIA
Pregnancy labelling in Australia and New Zealand
On 11 October 2018, the Ministerial Forum on Food Regulation made the decision to introduce
mandatory pregnancy warning labelling for alcohol beverages in Australia and New Zealand. The
Communique from the Forum meeting asks Food Standards Australia New Zealand (FSANZ) to
develop a labelling standard, in the form of a pictogram and warning statement, and undertake a
public consultation process.

During 2019, FSANZ has been focused on designing options for a mandatory pregnancy warning
labelling standard and testing these draft options with consumers in recent months. A public
consultation is expected to be launched on 4 October, containing proposals for the labelling
standard.
On 8 October 2019, Australia, through Food Standards Australia New Zealand (FSANZ), notified
the WTO TBT committee (G/TBT/N/AUS/ 112) proposal P1050 Pregnancy warning labels on
alcoholic beverages. The proposal considers changing the Australia New Zealand Food
Standards Code (the Code) to require mandatory pregnancy warning labels on packaged
alcoholic beverages sold in Australia and New Zealand including elements of:
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Specified pictogram and colour
Signal words: “Health Warning”
Warning statement: “Any amount of alcohol can harm your baby.”
Size of the warning
2 year transition period
Placement is not proposed to be mandated

The date of adoption and entry into force is noted as 31 March 2020, and members have until 24
November to supply comments to the notification.
On 23 October 2019, Australia notified the WTO of an addendum (G/TBT/N/AUS/112/Add.1)
“Proposal P1050 Pregnancy warning labels on alcoholic beverages: Assessment Report"
extending the comment period from 24 November to 07 December 2019 (Australian Eastern
Daylight Time) .
On 4 October 2019, New Zealand notified the same proposed regulation to the WTO TBT
committee (G/TBT/N/NZL/ 90)
On 23 October 2019, New Zealand notified the WTO of an addendum G/TBT/N/NZL/90/Add.1
for “Proposal P1050 Pregnancy warning labels on alcoholic beverages: Assessment Report",
extending the comment period from 24 November to 03 December 2019 (New Zealand Daylight
Time) .

On 17 February 2020, Food Standards Australia New Zealand (FSANZ) notified the Australia and
New Zealand Food Ministerial Forum (the Forum) of its decision to approve an amendment to the
Australia New Zealand Food Standards Code to require a pregnancy warning label on packaged
alcoholic beverages sold in Australia and New Zealand. The Forum has 60 days to accept the
recommendations as is or call for FSANZ to conduct a further review of their recommendations. If
accepted by the Forum, the recommendations will be gazetted in Australia and New Zealand and
entered into law.
The recommendations are by far the most extreme and onerous examples of mandatory pregnancy
labelling requirements for alcohol, going beyond any being applied elsewhere in the world. These
changes are expected to impose significant additional impost on Australian producers and imported
alcohol products. The full report from FSANZ outlining their recommended requirements is
available here and summarised below:
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Neither location nor orientation is prescribed (you can put it on the back label).
Containers of
o 200ml or less are only required to carry the pictogram (8mm diameter).
o 200ml – 800ml (eg. standard bottles), 6mm diameter pictogram and 2.1mm type size.
o 800ml or more (eg. casks, magnums), 9mm diameter pictogram/2.8mm type size.
Warning statement presented exactly as above (eg, white background, black border & text, red
text).
Warning statement on both bottle labels, and outer packaging if presented for retail sale (eg.
cartons).
Transitional period of two years after gazettal, with exemptions for stock packaged and
labelled before the end of the two year transition period, which may be sold after the
transition period ends without having to display a pregnancy warning label).

Australian Grape & Wine have recommended the Australian Government notify the WTO of
FSANZ recommendations prior to gazettal, as they have been altered from the original
proposal notified by Australia and New Zealand (G/TBT/N/AUS/ 112 & G/TBT/N/NZL/ 90)
including the warning text being altered to “Alcohol can cause lifelong harm to your baby”.
On 20 March 2020, Australia and New Zealand’s Ministerial Forum on Food Regulation (the
Forum) met to decide on accepting or further reviewing the FSANZ recommendations for
altering the Australia New Zealand Food Standards Code in relation to mandatory pregnancy
warnings on alcoholic beverages. Following consideration and voting, the Forum requested
FSANZ review the draft standard for pregnancy warning labels, noting that the proposed model
places an unreasonable cost burden on industry. In undertaking the review, Ministers requested
FSANZ to consider the colour requirements of the label and the signal wording. Ministers
requested that this review be undertaken quickly and be notified to the Forum within three
months. The next forum meeting is scheduled for 22 May 2020.
Energy (kilojoule) Labelling
In 2009, the Ministerial Forum on Food Regulation (the Forum) agreed to a comprehensive
independent review of food labelling law and policy. An expert panel, chaired by Dr Neal Blewett
AC, undertook the review and the panel’s final report, Labelling Logic: Review of Food Labelling
Law and Policy (Labelling Logic) was publically released in January 2011. Australian Grape &
Wine (then operating as Winemakers’ Federation of Australia) along with Alcohol Beverages
Australia members, provided a joint submission to the review in September 2011.
The outcome of this process was the delivery of a report outlining over 60 recommendations
across all food categories. Recommendation 26 is the current focus. It states: “That energy

content be displayed on the labels of all alcoholic beverages, consistent with the requirements
for other food products.”
The Forum supported this recommendation in principle, however noted that it would request
FSANZ to undertake further research, including discussions with industry, and complete a costbenefit analysis to assess the full impact of implementing this recommendation. The Forum will
consider the advice provided by FSANZ before a further decision is made.
In 2015 FSANZ contracted the New Zealand Institute of Economic Research (NZIER) to complete
the CBA. The CBA was limited to considering a mandatory regulatory approach to this issue and
the associated impact on obesity. The CBA report is available here.
Currently the Australia New Zealand Food Standards Code (the Code) requires most packaged
food to be labelled with a nutrition information panel (NIP) which includes energy content.
Alcoholic beverages are exempt from providing a NIP on labels.
In June 2017 Australian Grape and Wine were alerted to the fact that Food Regulation Standing
Committee (FRSC) were undertaking industry consultation on energy labelling. Following
enquired with the department of health Australian Grape and Wine were invited to attend a
“targeted industry consultation” on 29 June 2017. AGW has also been provided with an
accompanying consultation paper for comment by 11 August 2017.
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29 June 2017 - Energy labelling targeted industry roundtable meeting - The roundtable began
with an overview from an FRSC representative outlining the background information and the
perceived problem (which is outlined in the consultation paper) as:
“A consumer’s ability to understand the energy contribution that alcohol makes to their diet is
severely limited, as currently alcoholic beverages are exempted from the requirement to contain
nutrition information on the label.”
The intent of the roundtable was to gain industries views on the options available to address
this problem, in order to inform future discussions and further public consultation currently
anticipated for November 2017.
Following the industry roundtable meeting , Australian Grape & Wine:





Met with Beer, wine and spirits industries in Australia and NZ to formulate a common whole of
alcohol position.
Prepared a response to the consultation paper for 11 August 2017
Consider further future advocacy work in preparation for the anticipated public consultation.

On 24 November 2017, the Australia and New Zealand Ministerial Forum on Food Regulation
was held. There was discussion of key alcohol labelling matters including energy labelling, and
voluntary pregnancy health warnings. The outcome of the meeting has been advised as follows
regarding energy labelling – “Energy labelling of alcoholic beverages - Forum Ministers also
considered energy labelling of alcoholic beverages. The responses to a targeted consultation
activity in mid-2017 are being used to develop policy options for a wider public consultation
which will be undertaken in early 2018.”
In August 2019 the Forum referred energy labelling of alcoholic beverages to FSANZ, noting
that “current food labelling requirements were limiting consumers’ opportunity to make
informed choices in support of the Dietary Guidelines.”
On 25 November 2019, FRSC opened a public consultation on “POLICY GUIDELINE ON FOOD
LABELLING TO SUPPORT CONSUMERS TO MAKE INFORMED HEALTHY FOOD CHOICES” (25
November 2019 – 2 February 2020). While the policy guidelines they have consulted on were
relatively high level the key concerns for wine include that they seek to:
1. Define food as including alcoholic beverages.
2. Contain a stated policy principle of “Food labels should provide information about a foods’
energy (kilojoule) content to support consumers to monitor energy intakes and assist with
achieving and maintaining a healthy body weight.”
The stated intention of this guideline is to “give strategic guidance and outline the Forum’s
expectations to FSANZ when it is considering the sugars labelling and energy labelling pieces of
work and other future labelling related issues.” The policy guidelines are expected to be voted
on by the ministerial forum on food regulation in mid 2020.
Australia-EU FTA negotiations
22 August 2017 – Industry sources from both Australia and New Zealand had been advised that
EU will be seeking to protect “Prosecco” in upcoming Australia-EU FTA negotiations.
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Australian Grape & Wine has advised the relevant government departments (Trade and
Agriculture) of this issue and the importance of the right to use the grape variety ‘Prosecco’ in
Australia.
On 18 June 2018, the Australia – EU FTA negotiations commenced in Geneva. A subsequent
round of negations was held in Canberra on the 19-23 November 2018.
In January 2019, Monash University intellectual property professors published an article, which
has been accepted for publication in the Australian Intellectual Property Journal entitled ‘In Vino

Veritas? The Dubious Legality of the EU’s Claims to Exclusive Use of the Term ‘Prosecco’.

Monash have been working with Australian Grape & Wine to highlight some of the evidence
and legalities around the Prosecco case.
On 13 August 2019, the Australian Government published the European Union’s (EU) list of GIs
for public objection as part of the Australia –EU FTA negotiations.
As part of this process, wine GIs have been excluded due to the pre-existing wine GI framework
and the Australia-EU Agreement on wine. However, the government notice also notes that the
EU has specifically sought protection for the terms “Prosecco” and “Vittoria” as European GIs.
Australian Grape & Wine has lodged an extensive submission outlining the key areas of concern
and proposing a reasonable solution, which protects producer’s rights to the grape variety.
On 10-14 February 2020, the sixth round of negotiations on the Australia-EU FTA were held in
Canberra Australia. Australia and EU exchanged ambitious initial market access offers on services
and investment and government procurement ahead of the round. Of relevance to wine was
further discussion on Rules of Origin, Technical Barriers to Trade, sectoral annexes, and
intellectual property (IP) chapters. As part of the IP discussions Australia provided an outline of
the concerns raised by industry and other stakeholders in the public objections process on GI
names, and is preparing further documentation of Australian concerns and arguments for
provision to the EU at a later point. The EU also provided more guidance on parts of GI names
for which it was not seeking protection.
Plain English Allergen Labelling
On 21 December 2019, Food Standards Australia and New Zealand notified the WTO
G/TBT/N/AUS/115 of the “2nd Call for Submissions for Proposal P1044 - Plain English Allergen
Labelling.” The notification outlines that the P1044 considers “changes to the Australia New
Zealand Food Standards Code (the Code) that are necessary to address risks to food allergen
sensitive consumers”. These risks arise from the way that current allergen labelling requirements
are structured. Standard 1.2.3 - Information requirements - warning statements, advisory
statements and declarations of the Code requires the mandatory declaration of the presence of
certain substances in food which can cause severe allergic and other reactions. However, the
Standard does not mandate how these declarations should be made or the terminology to use
when making allergen declarations.
FSANZ is therefore considering changes to the Code to provide clarity and consistency in
allergen declaration requirements, and to require the use of plain English allergen labelling as a
means of improving allergen information for consumers. Plain English Allergen Labelling is
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considered to be the use of clear and unambiguous terms in allergen declarations, primarily by
reference to the specific source of the allergen.
These changes are not expected to have adverse impact on wine, comments were due by 27
February 2020.
The same notification was made by FSANZ for New Zealand (G/TBT/N/NZL/95).

BRAZIL
Certification requirements
On 5 November 2018, Brazil’s Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock and Food Supply (MAPA)
published Normative Instruction (NI) 67/2018 entitled ‘Procedures for computerizing the
administrative procedures for certification for the export and import of beverages, vinegars,
wines and products of grape and wine.’
The NI stated that “the document establishes a deadline of 365 days for the certificates of origin
for beverages, acetic fermented products, wines, and grape and wine derivatives to be adjusted,
as well as for the reports of analysis (Art. 26). Therefore, although the NI is already in effect,
there are deadlines in place for adjustments.”
On 15 December 2019, the NI was adopted by Brazil and a WTO TBT (G/TBT/N/BRA/853)
notification followed shortly after. Following analysis of the notified requirements there were a
number of key aspects needing clarification from Brazilian authorities:





Clarification on whether the electronic transition of documents was a requirement for exports
and if these were accessible to international laboratories and authorities in their native
language.
Clarification around the amendments to the requirements around the splitting of the
certificate. Including the separation of the Certificates of Origin into two parts and if there was
a new template for certificates of Analysis.
Which documentation would be acceptable now and following the 365 transition period?

A number of clarifying questions were put to the Brazilian Authorities between December 2018
and March 2019 by the Australian Government and we have established that:





International laboratories and authorities will not have to utilise the electronic certification
system.
The CoA and COO must be split and follow the formats as outlined in the appropriate NI. (COO
– NI 67 - Annex IX)
Laboratories can continue to use the templates they’ve previously used but should note there
has been a substantial change in the number and nature of the analytical requirements now in
place (Refer to Table 4 of NI 14).

Despite these, there remain many points needing further clarification and ongoing discussion
regarding this complex regulatory change.
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On 14 June 2019, Brazil notified the WTO TBT committee of a correction
(G/TBT/N/BRA/853/Add.1/Corr.1) to the amended Technical Regulation 67 originally published
in November 2018, noting an extension of the deadline for public comment. In addition to the
concerns noted above, the amended Technical Regulation 67 also contained an article that
would require imported wines from countries that do not entirely ban the use of water in
winemaking to be accompanied by an official certification, issued by the exporting country, that
assures that no exogenous water is contained in the wine. Wines containing exogenous water
cannot be marketed in Brazil. The exporting country is further required to facilitate the
verification on the spot by Brazilian authorities.
On 14 January 2020, Brazil notified the WTO an additional addendum to the notification
(G/TBT/N/BRA/853/Add.2) noting that The Technical Regulation No. 67, 05 November 2018,
rules the procedures and requirements for export and import certification of beverages,
fermented acetic, wines and wine and grapes derived products (G/TBT/N/BRA/853). A proposal
to amend the mentioned regulation was published as Ordinance No. 79, 13 May 2019, and
notified on G/TBT/N/BRA/853/Add.1, followed by a period for public consultation. After
considering comments from WTO Members, the Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock and Food
Supply – MAPA had withdrawn the above-proposed amendment.
The ambiguity around these notifications has since been clarified following ongoing discussions
via WWTG, WTO and bilateral negotiations. Brazil’s publication in the Brazilian Official Journal of
Normative Instruction Nº 75 of 31 December 2019, which specifies the control procedures and
also indicates the official document upon which the implementation of the new measure is to be
based (Norma Operacional 01 de 24 de janeiro de 2019). The annex to this standard (pg 740 for
wine), provides a summary table for each product type, with the analytical parameters, their
maximum and minimum permitted limits, and the measurement requirements at different
control stages.
The following points summarise the international wine sector’s understanding and ongoing
position on the requirements:
1. Requirements for certificates related to exogenous water would no longer apply to
imported wine, only domestic product.
2. It has been clarified that the listed “Pre-import certificate requirements” are required to be
undertaken by Brazil, not the foreign laboratories.
3. Analytical testing parameters list and those which apply directly to imports has been
simplified to a more palatable list of analytes. However, some concern remains around
testing for Methanol and Sulfates for imports.
4. The high level of testing and multiple levels of testing may impact the speed of processing
of imports and in effect slow trade.
5. The overall need and scientific basis for requiring this level of analytical testing and indeed
multiple layers of testing remains a concern which should be questioned further.

Ongoing clarification around the risks (food safety/Authenticity/quality) that is intended to be
addressed by these procedures for a low-risk product is being sought by a number of member
countries through the WTO, WWTG and bilaterally.
Wine inspection and sampling procedure
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On 8 February 2020, Brazil notified the WTO (TBT/BRA/962) of public consultation to establish
wine inspection procedures. The notice’s stated purpose is the “prevention of deceptive
practices and consumer protection, protection of human health or safety and quality
requirements”.
The document refers to the inspection procedures for wine in accordance with the requirements
of identity and quality or composition approved by the MAPA. Following review, these
requirements are not expected to pose any additional concern for imported wine.

CANADA
Provincial issues
On 18 January 2017, the United States (US) Trade Representative, Michael Froman, announced
that the Obama Administration had launched a new trade enforcement action against Canada at
the World Trade Organization (WTO). The action challenged actions of the British Columbia (BC)
provincial government on the grounds that recent measures applied to grocery stores
discriminate against the sale of United States wine in stores.
On 16 February 2017, the Australian Government requested to join as a third party as part of the
US WTO dispute process. The Australian request was approved by the Canadian Government
along with the EU, New Zealand and Argentina.
The first stage of the WTO dispute process was held in Ottawa in April 2017.
On 2 October 2017, the United States launched a second trade enforcement action
(WT/DS531/1G/L/1186) and requested consultation with Canada at the WTO. This new request
is essentially the same as the previous one, however, provides more detail on the laws at issue. It
replaced the existing dispute.
On 16 January 2018, the Australian Government launched a new trade enforcement action
(WT/DS537/1 G/L/1209) against Canada at the WTO. The Australian action would address the
same concerns that were lodged by the US trade action earlier in 2017 regarding discriminatory
regulations, restricting trade of foreign wines in retail outlets in British Colombia. In addition,
the Australian challenge addresses regulations considered discriminatory in the provinces of
Quebec, Ontario and Nova Scotia.
Since the notification of Australia’s WTO action, The United States, New Zealand, European
Union, Argentina and Chile have all sought to join the initial consultation stage of the action as
third party observers. The initial consultation was held in Geneva in early March 2018.
Following the initial Australia-Canada WTO consultation, the Australian Government held
bilateral discussions with Canada in Ottawa at the end of April 2018. These efforts were made to
explore any possibilities of resolving the issues outside of the official WTO process. However, no
progress was made.
On 25 May 2018, the United States (US) Government announced its intention to take their own
WTO dispute to a Panel Stage.
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On 13 August 2018, the Australian Government lodged its first request for a panel with the
WTO. Canada is expected to reject the first request. A second will be made in September, which
must be accepted, after which the WTO panel process will commence.
On 26 September 2018, the panel of the Australia-Canada wine WTO dispute was officially
established at the WTO Dispute Settlement Body meeting. This action commenced the formal
adjudication of the matter.
On 1 October 2018, amendments to NAFTA negotiations were released, including a side letter in
which Canadian Foreign Affairs minister, Chrystia Freeland, commits to resolving the ongoing
trade concerns with BC as outlined in the US-Canada WTO dispute.
The letter states “Canada shall ensure that BC modifies the measures identified in the US panel
request (WT/DS531/7 (May 29, 2018)) and implement any changes no later than November 1,
2019. Specifically, BC shall eliminate the measures which allow only BC wine to be sold on
regular grocery store shelves, while imported wine may be sold in grocery stores only through a
so-called “store within a store,” and such contested measures shall not be replicated. The United
States shall take no further action at the WTO in relation to the BC measures, including in
relation to WTO disputes WT/DS520 and WT/DS531 prior to 1 November 2019”.
Following limited progress in establishing a negotiated outcome bilaterally, at the end of 2018,
the Australian Government progressed to panel selection stages in early January 2019.
On 8 March 2019, the panel was established in the Australian-Canada wine WTO action,
composing three panellists, who would adjudicate the dispute.
On 10 April 2019, the Australian government announced it had finalised an agreement with
Canada to resolve discriminatory measures impeding Australian wine sales in British Colombia.
The agreement will see the removal of conditions in the market, which have restricted access to
retail shelf space for imported Australian wines by 1 November 2019. British Colombian aspects
of the WTO case will be placed on hold until the 1 November deadline.
On 18 & 19 July 2019, the first WTO panel hearing of the Australia - Canada WTO dispute
concerning Measures Governing the Sale of Wine was held in Geneva. The initial hearing
between the two parties was held on 18 July with a subsequent hearing on 19 July where the
third party members provided their information to the Panel. The Panel has provided a range of
written questions for the parties to address with second written submissions of the parties due
by 30 September 2019. A second substantive meeting with the parties is scheduled to follow on
26 and 27 November 2019 in Geneva.
On 3-4 December 2019, the second panel hearing was held, involving a range of follow-up
questioning by the panel. The panel will now consider the arguments and evidence put forward
and are seeking to produce their final report towards the middle of 2020. Australia has
maintained throughout the process that it is open to discussions with Canada to resolve any of
these measures bilaterally.

CHINA
Measures for Registration of Overseas Manufacturers of Imported Food
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On 22 March 2012, AQSIQ released the Administrative Measures for Registration of Overseas
Manufacturers of Imported Food (AQSIQ Decree 145), which entered into force on 1 May 2012.
The Measures require foreign food production facilities that export to China to be registered
with CNCA (now GACC).
On 21 December, 2015, AQSIQ released the Implementation Catalogue for Registration of
Overseas Manufacturers of Imported Food, which stipulates the products that require facility
registration. Registration requirements vary by commodity, but according to the latest
catalogue, meat (to include poultry), seafood, dairy, infant formula, and cubilose (bird nest)
production facilities require facility registration.
There is a translatable list http://www.cnca.gov.cn/ywzl/gjgnhz/jkzl/ of current registered
production facilities that shows that there are currently 188 Australian dairy producing facilities
and 47 Australian meat processing sites registered with the system.
Wine was being considered by CNCA as the next commodity for inclusion in the system and a
first alcohol product to be included. Experts will focus on developing a registration
questionnaire, registration model and review process with regard to the wine production
process, product and food additive standards and critical risk control point. Moreover, due to
the large amount of fake imported wine, the CNCA plans to launch a traceability system for prepackaged wine as part of the registration requirement.
On 6 March 2017, CNCA had arranged for experts to research the development of the wine
registration system, review guidance, and train auditors to conduct onsite inspection. Originally
this process was reported to come into force for wine by June of 2017, however more recently
we have been advised by the Australian Government that there is no definitive start date to roll
out the registrations.
24 April 2017 - Australia is working with Chinese authorities on a pilot project for wine to
implement a system that meets the policy objectives of China and facilitates trade. Australian
Grape & Wine and Wine Australia commenced a collaborative project with the Australian and
Chinese governments on the development of this system. The project’s initial engagement
stages began in late April with an introductory visit to Beijing to engage and build mutual
understanding between the Australian and the Chinese regulators. The initial stages were well
received with a positive engagement highlighting a strong desire to work collaboratively to
establish the CNCA criteria for wine. The second stage of the project is expected to commence
after June 2017 and will focus on highlighting Australian wine regularity systems. The Chinese
regulators were invited to Australia and expected to travel in early 2018.
However, on 9 March 2018 the CNCA advised that they have not been granted approval to
travel by AQSIQ for 2018 and the project will therefore need to be delayed until 2019. We have
been advised that recently Chinese Government announcements of a major reshuffle of
Ministries and government agencies (including AQSIQ and CNCA) are causing widespread
uncertainty and delays in broader government activities and were the likely the cause of the
delayed travel.
In April 2019, following ongoing requests for Chinese regulatory officials to engage in stage 2 of
the project, a decision to revise the project was made. Advice from Australian agricultural
counsellors in Beijing was that the Chinese National Institutional reforms and timing of the
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project had meant it was not possible to continue with the former CNCA project as outlined.
Australian Grape & Wine have revised this project and will engage in a new unrelated project in
mid 2019. Refer to Fraudulent wine project sections.
On 26 November 2019, The General Administration of Customs (GACC) issued the
Administrative Measures for Registration of Overseas Manufacturers of Imported Foods (Draft
for Comments), which is designed to replace AQSIQ Decree 145. Some major changes in the
draft Measures compared to AQSIQ Decree 145 include:









Following the government reorganization, GACC now handles registration of overseas
manufacturers of imported foods.
The scope of food products that are subject to overseas facilities registration is
expanded to include to all agricultural, food, and beverage products.
More responsibility is placed on the competent authorities of the exporting countries.
GACC will determine the focus, methods, and frequency of inspections and oversight
depending on the “risk level” of the facilities.
GACC requires more materials in the application for registration.
The registration, once complete, is valid for five years, instead of four years as provided
in AQSIQ Decree 145.
There are added requirements to include registration information on the product
package; and
More obligations are placed on importers.

The domestic comment period ended on 25 December 2019 after which China has stated that it
will notify the draft revision to the WTO before it is finalized and implemented.
A positive of the new work is that GACC has retained the same personnel initially developing the
CNCA requirements, with whom Australian Grape & Wine have formed a previous collaborative
working relationship in developing the pilot project for wine under CNCA.
Australian Grape & Wine have provided comment to the domestic process following discussion
with Australian Agricultural Counsellors in China. The comments focused on highlighting that
wine is considered a low food safety risk product and encouraging further collaborative
engagement with the sector. The Chinese Authorities have previously highlighted that bilateral
collaborative engagement is their preferred approach.
Tariffs for US wine
On 23 March 2018, China’s Ministry of Commerce (MOFCOM) announced a proposal to levy
retaliatory tariffs on 128 US tariff lines, including mainly food and agricultural exports to China in
response to the recent US 232 Trade Action on steel and aluminium. For US wine, the additional
imposed tariff is 15 percent in a growing market, valued at around US$79 million in 2017.
MOFCOM did not specifically state when it would begin applying these additional tariffs. China’s
General Administration of Customs will also make a statement indicating when the tariffs will
enter into force.
On 6 July 2018, China’s foreign ministry spokesperson announced that China had begun
implementing new tariffs of 25 percent on some US goods including automobiles and soybeans.
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Customs commenced collecting new tariffs on imported US wine and other products from 9 July
2018.
On 18 September 2018, China’s State Council Tariff Commission (SCTC) announced that it would
start enforcing additional import tariffs on US products exported to China valued at $60 billion
(“the Supplemental Tariffs”). This round of Chinese tariffs was first announced on 3 August in
response to the US announcement of a proposed $200 billion in additional tariffs. For wine this
involves an additional 10% tariff on top of those already imposed earlier in the year. The
additional tariffs commenced on 24 September 2018.
On 13 May 2019, the People’s Republic of China’s Ministry of Finance (MOF), State Council Tariff
Commission (SCTC) announced that supplementary import tariffs levied on certain US products
would be increased. The announcement includes four annexes and specifies tariff increases to
25, 20, 10, and 5 percent, affecting over 300 U.S. agricultural products valued at approximately
$3 billion in 2017. Some of these products are also subject to earlier tariff increases by China.
This brings the total number of US agricultural and related products targeted by additional
Chinese tariffs since April 2018 to over 1,000 products. The increased tariffs will be calculated in
aggregate with earlier additional tariffs and will be effective from 1 June 2019. Wine related
increases are listed in the table below:
HS Code
(8 Digit)

Product description

Implement
ation date
1 January
19

Implement
ation date
2 April 18

Implement
ation date
1 June 19

22041000

Sparkling Wine Of Fresh
Grapes
Othr Wine & Grape Must
With Fermentation Prvntd
By
Othr Wine & Grape Must
With Fermentation Prvntd
By
Othr Wine & Grape Must
With Fermentation Prvntd
By
Other Grape Must, Nes
Vermouth & Other Wine Of
Fresh Grapes, Flavored.
Vermouth & Other Wine Of
Fresh Grapes, Flavored,
Other Fermented Beverages;
Mixtures Of Fermented Be
Spirits From Distilled Grape
Wine Or Marc

14%

15%

25%

Total
applied
tariff by
1 June
19
54%

14%

15%

25%

54%

20%

15%

10%

45%

20%

15%

25%

60%

30%
65%

15%
25%

45%
90%

65%

10%

75%

40%

25%

65%

10%

25%

35%

22042100

22042200

22042900

22043000
22051000
22059000
22060090
22082000

On 15 December 2019, the State Council Tariff Commission (SCTC) announced that China will
not impose additional tariffs on certain US commodities on 15 December 2019, as originally
scheduled. Meanwhile, SCTC confirmed in the announcement that it will continue the tariff
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exclusion process for commodities imported from the United States. All other Chinese
retaliatory tariffs remain in force. This report contains the current list of additional tariffs that
apply to agricultural and agriculture related products from the US as of the 15 December
announcement.
On 15 January 2020, the US and China signed a trade deal, intended to open Chinese markets to
more American companies, increase farm and energy exports and provide greater protection for
American technology and trade secrets. China has committed to buying an additional $200
billion worth of American goods and services by 2021 and is expected to ease some of the tariffs
it has placed on American products. The agreement preserves the bulk of the tariffs that the US
has placed on $360 billion worth of Chinese goods, and it maintains the right to impose
additional punishment if China does not live up to the terms of the deal.
EU China GI Agreement
In 2017 Australian Grape & Wine objected in China, to the registration of three compound terms
(Conegliano Valdobbiadene - Prosecco/Montepulciano d'Abruzzo/Vino nobile di
Montepulciano) that the EU was seeking to protect as European GIs. The basis of the objection
was that the terms contained the grape variety names “Prosecco” and “Montepulciano”.
In November 2019, China and the EU announced the finalisation of their GI Agreement and that
100 EU GIs would be protected in China (including the three we had objected to, noted above).
We understand that the Chinese have agree to protect the compound terms “as a whole term”.
We believe this means the grape variety names may still be available for use by Australian
exporters.
However, there remains concern around how the Chinese will interpret this agreement and the
basis for their protection. The EU has sought in all of its agreements recently a “higher level” of
protection, which (if the Chinese have agreed to) may mean any use of these terms is at risk.
Australian Grape & Wine is seeking clarification through the Australian Embassy in China.
Fraudulent wine project
On 8 April 2019, Australian Grape & Wine were granted approval by the Australian Government
to commence a government funded project which would seek to inform an Australian wine
industry strategy to address the fraudulent wine trade in China.
The revised project will require two separate stages of engagement with Chinese industry and
trade to develop a greater understanding of the Chinese side of illicit trade in order to better
inform the Wine Sector Strategy for fraudulent wine trade.
Stage one activities involve the development of a scoping study with Euromonitor to collect
data outlining key background parameters to assist with informing the strategy. In discussions
with Euromonitor, the current scope of this work will consider the size and cost to Australian
wine of the fraudulent wine trade in China. It is expected to cover:
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Counterfeit wines.
Refilling - using original bottles with original labels and refilling with inferior wines.
Vintage discrepancies – premium vintage wines sold that are not vintage.
Different grapes – typically white grapes that are cheaper and then dyed to mimic red wine.
Adulterated wine (not made from fermented grapes) but chemically altered.
Copycat brands to cause confusion; and



E-commerce channels.

Stage two involved Australian Grape & Wine travelling to Shanghai, Beijing and Hong Kong in
April 2019, to talk through the issues with some key contacts (wine producers, importers, retail,
legal) and get a better understanding of the issues and potential solutions to further inform the
strategy.
Learnings from the project have developed into a broad Australian Wine Sector fraudulent wine
strategy, including a range of recommended actions for the sector and governments to seek to
address the issues. The strategy’s recommendations are expected to be enacted commencing
finalisation of the strategy in early 2020.
New Measures on the Protection of Foreign Geographical Indications
On 28 November 2019, the final version of the revised Foreign Geographical Indication Products
Protection Measures entered into force. The Measures provide comprehensive procedures
regarding China’s management of applications for foreign geographical indication recognition.
The new version of the Measures does not differ substantially from the previous version.
However, the primary differences between the previous version and the newly implemented
version of the Measures are:
1. The new version eliminates the requirement that GI applications to China include
recommendation documents issued by the competent authority of the country of origin.
2. Under the new version, CNIPA may revoke protection from a recognized foreign GI product
if it is considered as a generic name in China or if it evolves into a generic name.
3. Articles 34 and 35, related to revocation of GI protection, are newly added.
New Measures on the Protection of Foreign Geographical Indications
Measures on Supervision and Management of Food Labelling
On 20 November 2019, the State Administration of Market Regulation (SAMR) released the draft
“Measures on Supervision and Management of Food Labelling” for domestic comment. The
deadline for comments is 20 December, 2019 and SAMR informed that the measures will be
notified to the WTO following the domestic comment period.
One item of note for some wine producers is the reference made in Article. 14: imported foods
shall bear the Chinese labeling. Chinese labeling shall be directly pasted, printed or marked on
the minimum sales packaging of food, and shall not be added after then.
China domestic review of Fermented Alcoholic Beverage Standard
In early 2020 China undertook a domestic review of its mandatory standard GB 2758 National
Food Safety Standard Fermented Alcoholic Beverages and their Integrated Alcoholic Beverages.
Key changes include:
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The addition of thresholds on methanol, which had previously been removed from the GBT
standard for wine. These limits for white/rose/red are in line with OIV guidance.
Removal of limits related to microbial testing.

Advertising Law of the People's Republic of China
On 24 April 2015, amendments to the Advertising Law of the People's Republic of China were
approved with potential implications for wine. A pertinent amendment to the law was the
alteration to Article 9, outlining restrictions on advertisements which “(3) use terms such as
"state level", "top level" and “the best;”. On the face of it, this amendment would not appear to
pose any issue for wine advertising and labelling. However there may be issues which have
arisen regarding translation and interpretation of terms under this section of the Law. The issue
relates to the terms like “Premium”, a commonly used term in wine marketing, promotion and
on labels. The word premium has similar connotations to “the best” when translated and could
be interpreted to be breaching this clause of the Advertising Law.
In late 2019 following the Chinese Government’s National Institutional Reforms, the Chinese
Government has taken extensive steps to extend enforcement of its advertising laws in response
to false claims made on products which mislead consumers of the quality, safety or effects of
products sold in China. In addition, new rules of label inspection at Customs came into force in
October 2019, which strongly emphasize the importers’ responsibility to ensure labeling
compliance.
In early 2020 Australian Grape & Wine was made aware of at least one Australian wine company
being asked by their Chinese distributor to remove the reference to the wine being produced
from “premium grapes” from the back label of a wine. While this was not regulatory
enforcement action taken by the Chinese authorities, it was a customer’s interpretation of the
Advertising Law, adjudging the terms used to be in breach and which Australian wine producers
exporting to China should be aware of, and consider in collaboration with their customer if it is
appropriate to use terms such as “premium”, “excellent” or similar in wine advertising,
promotions, marketing or labelling in China.

CODEX ALIMENTARIUS COMMISSION
Codex Committee on Food Labelling (CCFL)
27 July 2017 - At its 43rd session (2016), the Codex Committee on Food Labelling (CCFL) noted
that there was a need to investigate the future direction and work of CCFL. In preparation for
discussion at the next meetings (16 -20 October 2017) a discussion paper on future work and
direction for CCFL has been drafted and circulated for comment by member states. Of greatest
concern are sections focused on consideration of energy labelling for alcohol and its linkage to
a strategies for combatting the rise in obesity. Codex Australia are seeking feedback on the draft
by 31 August 2017.
In September 2017, a Discussion Paper On Alcoholic Beverage Labelling (CX/FL 17/44/3 Add 1)
prepared by WHO was submitted for discussion at the upcoming October meeting of CCFL. The
paper suggests a new work item on alcohol beverage labelling that is significantly outside the
scope of CCFL, as it shifts the focus away from its core role and focuses on health related policy
issues that are too specific to be dealt with broadly by an international standards committee.
On 3 October 2017, the WWTG Industry Sections of Australia/NZ/USA issued a Rapid Alert
requesting that all WWTTG governments consider the following:
1. Request a delay to the consideration of the WHO document at the CCFL meeting due to
the late arrival.
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2. Object to the contents of the document since it would change Codex's mission from food
safety to medical issues.
On 13 April 2018, at its 43rd Session (2016) (CCFL43) noted that there was a need to investigate
the future direction and of work of CCFL and agreed that Canada would prepare a paper that
summarized previous, current and potential work for the Committee. CCFL44 discussed the
paper prepared by Canada and noted broad support for topics identified in the paper, and in
particular for the following:







internet sales/e-commerce;
allergen labelling;
innovation – use of technology in food labelling;
alcoholic beverages labelling;
criteria for the definition of ‘high in’ nutritional descriptors for fats, sugars and sodium;
and;
labelling of food in multipack format.

The Committee agreed to develop discussion papers on these topics, and further agreed that
information would be sought through a circular letter (CL) on current practices, issues and any
potential role in the areas identified or in the case of alcoholic beverages labelling and allergen
labelling, where some Codex provisions already exist, any potential further role for CCFL.
In order to gather information as described above, six questionnaires on the above-mentioned
topics (link above) have been developed by the lead countries for the respective discussion
papers. The Australian Codex representative is seeking comments by 15 June 2018.
On 16 January 2019, a provisional agenda was released for the 45th Session of the Codex
Committee on Food Labelling, which will be held in Ottawa, Canada on 13-17 May 2019. The
agenda contains the following topics of potential interest:








Internet sales / e-commerce (discussion paper).
Allergen labelling (discussion paper).
Innovation – use of technology in food labelling (discussion paper).
Labelling of alcoholic beverages (discussion paper).
Criteria for the definition of “high in” nutritional descriptors for fats, sugars and sodium
(discussion paper).
Labelling of foods in joint presentation and multipack formats (discussion paper).
Future work and direction of CCFL (discussion paper).

On 24 April 2019, the discussion paper for alcoholic beverage labelling was made available with
the remaining papers for the meeting. It proposed 5 options for recommended future work
including; development of a new codex standard for alcoholic beverage (Recommendation 1),
review of existing standards and their relevance to alcoholic beverages (Recommendation 2-4)
or no new work on alcoholic beverage labelling (Recommendation 5).
On 13 May 2019, the CCFL working group published the written comments of the meeting
participants. Comments for the alcoholic beverage labelling paper included:
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Argentina (supporting recommendation 5)

EU (supporting recommendation 3)
Dominican Republic (supporting recommendation 5)
FoodDrinksEurope (supporting recommendation 5)
FIVS (supporting recommendation 5)
OIV highlighting the complexities of generic alcoholic beverage labelling between the differing
alcohols, their existing work in this space and need for collaboration if CCFL were to initiate new
work on Alcoholic beverage labelling.







In addition WHO presented a paper on WHO activities which was focused on Alcohol.
On 13–17 May 2019, The Codex Committee on Food Labelling (CCFL) held its Forty-Fifth Session
in Ottawa, Canada. Regarding the Alcoholic beverage labelling item, the range of delegations
that spoke showed support for either recommendations 1, 2, 4 or 5. The late publication of the
paper also was noted as an issue as not all delegates had adequate time to gain input. As a
result the committee agreed to issue a CL, requesting comments on the discussion paper (CX/FL
19/45/10); and that the Russian Federation, European Union and India would prepare a further
discussion paper based on the comments received to the CL, comments made at this session
and written comments in CRDs submitted to this session, for consideration by CCFL46.
In December 2019, CCFL released a Request for Comments on Labelling of Alcoholic Beverages
Circular (CL 2019/86-FL). The Circular provides member governments and observers the
opportunity to provide comments on the previously issued discussion paper (CX/FL 19/45/10) in
particular on the recommendations as outlined in the paper; to provide their views on:
a) Whether alcoholic beverages fall under the Codex definition of food as it is stated in
Procedural Manual and the Codex Standard on Labelling of Prepackaged Food.
b) The recommendations provided in CX/FL 19/45/10 and the rationale for their support to
one or several of these recommendations.
Comments are due to the codex secretariat by 31 March 2020.
Codex Committee on Food Import and Export Inspection and Certification Systems
(CCFICS)
CCFICS24 was held in Brisbane Australia from 22-26 October 2018. The committee considered a
discussion paper outlining definitions of food integrity, food authenticity, food fraud and
Economically Motivated Adulteration in considering existing codex texts, and noting areas for
potential future work where further Codex work may be justified. The paper presented
recommendations for the committee’s consideration based on inputs from the eWorking group
(EWG) on Food Integrity and Food Authenticity.
The Committee agreed to establish an EWG to:
I.
II.
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further consider the role of CCFICS with respect to tackling the challenge of food fraud
in the context of food safety and fair practices in the food trade; and
conduct a comprehensive analysis of existing relevant Codex texts within and outside of
CCFICS, to avoid overlapping or intrusion onto the mandate of other Codex general
subject or commodity committees, noting that a number of related Codex texts existed
within and outside of CCFICS. Should the EWG identify gaps in existing CCFICS texts.

The EWG may propose new work, within the scope and mandate of CCFICS, for consideration at
CCFICS25; consider what definitions need to be developed; and propose definitions that may be
needed in any future project document, consistent with existing Codex texts, scope and
mandate for use in prospective project documents as appropriate.
On 24 February 2020, a draft codex discussion paper on the role of CCFICS with respect to
tackling food fraud in the context of food safety and fair practices in food trade was circulated
to EWG members. Discussion of this paper is scheduled for Item 8 on the CCFICS25 agenda,
being held in Tasmania Australia from 27 April-1 May 2020.

COVID-19 trade implications
In February 2020, The World Health Organisation (WHO) declared the Coronavirus (COVID-19)
outbreak a global emergency. The decision came as the death toll continues to climb, with the
infection spreading not only in China, but other countries around the world. The potential for
expanding global travel restrictions is impacting the global economy and will inevitably impact
on wine. While wine is a shelf stable product that isn’t having as great an immediate impact as
other perishable or live products, the biggest impacts for the sector are expected to be in
reduced consumption in restaurants and catering and impacts on domestic tourism.
On 12 March 2020, the WHO declared the COVID-19 a global pandemic, defined as an outbreak
of a new pathogen that spreads easily from person to person across the globe. The change in
status does not refer to the severity of the disease but rather widening of its geographic spread
and rate of infection. It is likely this will result in further economic, supply, demand, and travel
pressures on global trade as countries implement a range of measures to protect human health
and safety.
20 April 2020 update - The events of 2020 COVID-19 Pandemic have created unprecedented
impacts on the global economies and it is still unclear where this will leave global trade. A lot
will depend on the long-term impact on the major world economies (China, United States,
Europe and the United Kingdom) and how quickly they are able to recover. The World Trade
Organoazion has predicted that world trade is expected to fall by between 13% and 32% in 2020
as the COVID 19 pandemic disrupts normal economic activity. In the early stages of the
Pandemic we’ve seen some clear trends emerging that will have an overall impact on global
wine trade:
With varying levels of national lockdowns and closures being imposed in differing countries
there is a flow through to processing and logistics of trade. Shipping and freight, rail and
manufacturing are all being impacted in a number of our key markets and creating flow though
effect on supplier sourcing as well as slowing of processing of wine importation. Lockdowns
have also obviously caused a significant impact of on trade sales with the closure of restaurants
and bars implemented to discourage social gathering.
E-commerce was already a growing sales channel before COVID-19 particularly with millennials
in our largest markets of China and the Untied States. With consumers forced to stay at home
and closures of on-trade channels, e-commerce channels have already begun to expand
dramatically with experts tipping this to continue. Many e-commerce platforms are already
overcrowded and highly competitive however they are rapidly expanding.
24

The role of distributors in market are also expected to change drastically as wine producers look
to take greater control of their supply chain. Bad debt with distributors and supply chain will be
a major consideration for wine producers as a number of these companies struggle to stay
afloat.
Global supply will be an interesting prospect with countries ability to produce a 2020 vintage
depending on the virus status and state of closures in individual countries. There may be
opportunity to capture market share from any shortfalls in vintages interrupted by the
pandemic. New orders however remain a concern in a number of markets with importers more
likely to draw down on existing stock as a risk mitigation strategy.
Another emerging trend is commentary around protectionist behaviour which is leading
traditionally free-trade leaning economies to reconsider international trade policy. These policies
discourage imports and their adoption by countries in response to COVID-19 would not bode
well for trade.

EUROPEAN UNION (EU)
Chemical & MRLs
Mancozeb - On 17 April 2020, the (European commission notified the WTO TBT committee
(G/TBT/N/EU/712) of Draft Commission Implementing Regulation concerning the non-renewal
of the approval of the active substance Mancozeb. Existing authorisations of plant protection
products containing Mancozeb will be withdrawn and such products can then no longer be
placed on the market. The substance triggered the commissions endocrine disruptor criteria
meaning it does not meet the approval criteria. Mancozeb is a fungicide with an MRL of 5 in the
EU and T15 in Australia. Registered products in Australia include Bryzeb, Dithane DF, Dithane
Rainshield, Dithane Rainshield Neo Tec, Fortuna Globe 750WG, innova Mancozeb 750, Kencozeb
750DF, Manco 750 WG, Mancoflo, Mancozeb 750 DF, Mancozeb 750 WG, Mancozeb 800,
Mancozeb DF, Mancozeb DG, Manfil, Manic, Manic WG, Mantra 750WG, Manzate DF, Manzeb,
Penncozeb, Penncozeb 420 SC, Penncozeb 750DF, Sinozeb 750 WG, Sinozeb Xtend 750 DF,
UniZeb 750 DF, Unizeb Disperss 750 DF, Winner Mancozeb. The proposed date of adoption is
the 3rd quarter of 2020 and WTO members have 60 days to comment from date of the
notification.

Risk assessment and endocrine disruptors - On 9 September 2019 the European Commission
notified the WTO TBT committee (G / TBT / N / EU / 680) of Draft Commission Regulation
amending Annex II to Regulation (EC) No 1907/2006 of the European Parliament and of the
Council on the Registration, Evaluation, Authorisation and Restriction of Chemicals.
Of note within the notice is the Commission’s reference that “a number of smaller amendments
are proposed to the text, related to recent developments in the Commission's approaches to risk
management of chemicals, such as on endocrine disruptors.” Comments are due 60 days from
the date of the noticing.

Co-formulants - On 20 January 2020, the EU notified the World Trade Organization
(G/TBT/N/EU/696) of the Draft Commission Regulation amending Annex III to Regulation (EC)
1107/2009 of the European Parliament and of the Council listing co-formulants which are not
accepted for inclusion in plant protection products. Co-Formulants are the other substances
within agrochemicals which are not the active constituent. The active constituents are typically
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the focus of the EUs agrochemical MRL setting, however this notification flags their intention to
begin to look at other aspects of agrochemical products, and possibly begin to set limits or
withdraw them from the market. This potentially has much broader implications on the chemical
industries and broader agriculture, and may begin to further limit particular agrochemical
formulations. Australian Grape & Wine have notified the Australian Government, raised our
concerns and are in close communications with a range of agrochemical experts to seek to
clarify the EUs intentions with this notification.

Myclobutanil – the notification above (G/SPS/N/EU/347) also references changes for the active
substance myclobutanil. While the notice does not seek an MRL change for myclobutanil in wine
grapes, possibly a greater concern is the reference made in the notification that the authority
“proposed to change the residue definition”. It is possible that this is suggesting a change
requiring metabolite testing for Myclobutanil. Myclobutanil is a fungicide with common
products registered in Australia as Myclonil WG, Mycloss, Mycloss Xtra.
Reports from 29 February 2020 note that the registrants of the Myclobutanil have not submitted
the application for renewal for approval in the EU and therefore the approval will expire on 31
May 2021.
Organic production exemptions in catastrophic circumstances.
On 16 December 2019, the European Union notified the WTO (G / TBT / N / EU / 693) of Draft
Delegated Regulation supplementing Regulation (EU) 2018/848. The regulation provides
provisions for exceptional production rules in organic production by listing possible derogations
from the organic production rules in case of catastrophic circumstances like 'adverse climatic
event', 'animal diseases', 'environmental incident', 'natural disaster', 'catastrophic event' or any
comparable situation, together with criteria and procedures to be applied by the competent
authorities of EU Member States and rules on monitoring and reporting.
It is unclear whether there is any mechanism whereby a producer from outside the EU could
seek similar dispensations. Australia is seeking to clarify with the EU. Comments are sought
within 60 days of the notification.
On 10 March 2020, the EU provided written confirmation that “Article 3 may also be applicable
to products imported from a third country for the purpose of placing that product on the
market within the Union as an organic product or as an in-conversion product. Under
catastrophic circumstances, the procedures to trigger the application of these specific
derogations in third countries will be included in another Commission delegated regulation
supplementing Regulation (EU) 2018/848 of the European Parliament and of the Council based
on Article 46(7)(b)(ii) of that same Regulation. This procedure will mirror the procedure
applicable for the EU.”
Nutrition/Energy Labelling of alcoholic beverages
On 13 March 2017, the European Commission released a report, addressing whether alcoholic
beverages should in future be covered by the requirement to provide the information on the
energy value, and ingredient labelling, and the reasons justifying possible exemptions. Under
the current rules, unlike other foods, the indication of the list of ingredients and the nutrition
declaration is not obligatory for alcoholic beverages. Following the release of the report, the
European Commission decided, that as a first step, current voluntary initiatives should be
allowed to develop further so as to provide list of ingredients and nutrition declaration. It invited
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the industry to respond to consumers' expectations and present within a year of adoption of this
report, a self-regulatory proposal that would cover the entire sector of alcoholic beverages.
On 13 March 2018 the representative bodies of the European wine, cider, spirits and beer
sectors – CEEV, CEVI, EFOW, COPA-COGECA, AICV, spiritsEUROPE and The Brewers of Europe
provided the European Commission with the joint self-regulatory proposal from the EU alcoholic
beverages provision of nutrition information and ingredients listing. The overall proposal
includes an overarching general proposal listing six key commitments for all alcohol, and a more
specific annex, which outlines how each sector (beer, cider, wine and spirits) will comply within
the proposal.
Key elements of the Wine Annex include:







Flexibility to apply all proposed labelling requirements either on or off-label (QR code/web
address linking to energy/nutritional information).
A commitment to supply energy value only with the option of including additional nutritional
information.
The possibility to use the energy value of a specific product or generally established and
accepted data.
Energy value expressed as KJ or Kcal /ml and based on 100ml of alcohol and or a standard
“drinking unit”.
A common method of calculation of energy value for product specific wine energy reporting
Ability to use a common symbol “E” to denote energy on or off-label

In addition to energy reporting, the wine annex also commits to listing of ‘ingredients’ either on
or off-label with provisions including:







Wine processing aids should be excluded from the list of ingredients.
Natural substances used to adjust grape composition should be excluded from the list of
ingredients.
A common and simplified terminology should be used.
Flexibility in listing to account for the addition of last-minute additives before bottling.
No need to list wine as an ingredient for aromatised wine.
Continuation of requirements to communicate substances that may cause allergens on label.

The detailed wine annex is available here.
On 20 April 2018, it was noted that while the EU was still considering the industry proposal, their
initial indications were that the current proposal wasn’t likely to be accepted in its entirety. It
was suggested that the EU felt the industry proposal presented too much flexibility.
On-label options were still preferred for nutritional (energy) labelling, but ingredient labelling
was more likely to be acceptable online.
On 5 June 2018, EU Health Commissioner Vytenis Andriukaitis confirmed he was not satisfied
with the proposal because it is not consistent and does not address some issues related to
information for consumers.
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On 29 January 2019, the European Parliament’s Committee on Environment, Public Health and
Food Safety (ENVI) approved legislation that would require alcohol producers to list energy
values on wine labels, and rejected proposed amendments, which would have extended the
general labelling requirements for all foodstuffs to wine.
In March 2019, The European Parliament Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development
(ComAgri) met to discuss amendments to the EU’s Common Market Organisation Regulation
(CMO), also discussing a wine sector proposal to provide nutrition and ingredient information to
consumers online, rather than on bottle labels. Committee members reviewed the wine sector’s
segment of the proposals as part of wider discussion of wine market regulation, agreeing
support in general. However, the committee ruled that calorie information should be provided
on-label rather than online.
On 5 September 2019, the Brewers of Europe and its members signed a memorandum of
understanding (MoU) with the European Commission (EC), committing to placing ingredient and
calorie information on all beer bottles and cans labels in the EU by 2022.

INDIA
Food Safety and Standards (Alcoholic Beverages) Amendment Regulations, 2019
On 26 July 2019, India notified the WTO TBT Committee (G/TBT/N/IND/104) of its Food Safety
and Standards (Alcoholic Beverages) Amendment Regulations, 2019. The Amendment regulation
provides a number of elements with relevance to wine regulation including:










Brandy definitions
Fortified wine definitions and types
Table/grape wine definitions and “Dry wine” sugar content
Sparkling wine definitions and “types” based on sugar percentage
Alcohol tolerance
Country of origin labelling and requirement for declaration of “range of sugar content”
GI labelling
Statutory warning label size requirements
Water addition requirements

Whilst a number of these regulatory amendments should be inconsequential to wine producers,
some may cause concern, including:
1. Ambiguity of the requirement to label “range of sugar content”, rather than the “amount of
sugar”.
2. Water addition element refers to a limit of 70ml/kg of grape or fruit (ie 7%) total water
addition out of necessity for all possible uses with reference to specifically not allowing
dilution of high sugar musts.
In January 2020, the Australian Government and the Indian food standards agency (FSSAI) held
bilateral discussions on the regulation. FSSA noted that Australia’s comments have been
considered and addressed and that the original intention of the regulation was to mirror the
Australian Regulation. We are awaiting official confirmation of the revised proposed measures
and alignment with Australia’s standards for water addition.
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INDONESIA
Processed food labelling revision
On 17 December 2019, Indonesia notified the WTO (G/TBT/N/IDN/124/Rev.1) of the revised
Regulation of National Agency of Drug and Food Control on Processed Food Labelling.
While the revised regulation does not present any major challenges, the main changes relevant
to wine include:





Article 51 - Allergens - “May contain” statements now only appear to be applicable if the wine is
produced at the same facility where other processed food containing the allergens is made.
Otherwise it appears you can only use “contains” statements with the listed allergens in a
bolded font.
Article 34 - Expiry Date - exemption for alcoholic beverages has changed from anything above
10% to anything above 7%
Provisions allowing for the inclusion of environmental sustainability text or logos (Article 61) and
provisions allowing the use of Vegan logo or text (Article 64).

IRELAND
Public Health (Alcohol) Bill
On 15 December 2017, drastic measures were introduced through Ireland’s Senate in the form
of a revised Public Health (Alcohol) Bill.
The Bill will introduce a number of restrictive regulations, which, if adopted will negatively
impact on the alcoholic beverage industry in Ireland. Key features of the proposed Bill, which are
of concern for alcohol include:









The introduction of a minimum unit price for alcohol (which would be the equivalent of 1 euro
for an Australian standard drink.
Health warning labels on all alcoholic beverage containers, of a form prescribed by the (Health)
Minister. It is suggested that this is likely to include cancer warnings covering 30% of the label.
The banning of consumer (but not trade) publications where more than 20% of the advertising
content is for alcoholic beverages.
Severe advertising restrictions. The wording in the Bill is vague but The Alcohol Beverage
Federation of Ireland (ABFI) claims that effectively all existing alcohol advertisements would be
banned under these provisions.
“Structural separation” - must store alcohol and offer it for sale only in a section of the premises
totally separate from any other goods. The public must not be expected to pass through this
section to access any other goods.
Restriction on any multi-buy discounts, wine club deals and special offers.

At the April 2018 WTO TBT committee meetings, Mexico, Argentina, US, Chile, New Zealand and
Guatemala all raised concerns with the Bill. In response, the EU noted its existing consultation
and consideration of the amendments to the Bill through EU legislative processes, and
suggested Ireland will notify them as an addendum to the original TBT notification in due
course.
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Despite there not being a current WTO process for comment on the Bill, there was an
opportunity for comments through the EU’s TRIS notification process (due by 20 April 2018). It
was agreed that, on behalf of its members, FIVS would provide a submission outlining concerns
for the Bill, through the TRIS process. AGW also provided comment through the TRIS
notification system in support of the FIVS comments.
On 15 June 2018, Italy and Portugal raised significant concerns about the impact of Ireland's
planned Public Health (Alcohol) Bill on free trade, in submissions made to the Irish Government.
The Irish Department of Health forwarded the final draft of the “Public Health (Alcohol Bill)” to
the European Commission (EC) for review in February 2018. The EC was critical of a number of
the Bill’s measures, and in particular expressed strong concern regarding the potential impact
on the export of alcohol to Ireland from elsewhere in the EU, and the proportionality of the
health warning labelling measure, asserting that the measure exceeded necessary steps to
satisfy the government’s health objectives. Minister for Health, Simon Harris, will now introduce
an amendment to the contentious Bill that will delete the minimum label space provision, to
satisfy the EC ruling. The bill has now returned to the Dáil Éireann (the lower house, and
principal chamber, of the Irish legislature), and will shortly be reviewed by a lower house
committee.
The Office of the United States Trade Representative (USTR) also recently listed the contentious
Bill in its annual National Trade Estimate Report on Foreign Barriers, prompting speculation that
the US might challenge the Bill with the World Trade Organization (WTO).
As at 22 September 2018, the Bill remains in the Dáil Éireann in the Third Stage of amendments.
Of concern is the latest Amendment report (18 September 2018), which includes an extension of
text regarding advertising restrictions at sporting events, including a “Prohibition of sports
sponsorship” section which suggests “Alcohol sponsorship will be phased out by 31 December
2023”.
Restrictions on sponsorship will apply to “any form of public or private contribution to any
sports event, sports area, association or person with the aim or direct or indirect effect of
promoting an alcohol product or brand or alcohol consumption“.
The amendments also include a new section on “advertising on the internet” which relates
mainly to age based controls for any online alcohol content.
A recent report from the Irish times noted that the Irish Minister for Health Simon Harris will
introduce an amendment to the Bill to remove provisions for warnings on every alcohol product
label stating that alcohol causes cancer. However, the report also notes that the minister “will
resist attempts to introduce exemptions to advertising and broadcasting restrictions and to
block general health warnings on products”.
On 26 September 2018, Legislators rejected the proposed amendment which would have made
it an offence to advertise alcohol on websites or on social media that could be seen by
underage youths. Minister of Health, Simon Harris, commented that the amendment would be
difficult to enforce, stating he was “unclear as to how effective age verification controls are in
terms of their implementation”. The amendment was defeated by 56 votes to 25, with 32
abstentions. Unfortunately, the Irish Health Minister also reversed his previous decisions and
reintroduced the Cancer warning requirement. The Bill is expected to return to the Dáil shortly.
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The bill was signed into law in mid-October after taking three years to pass through the
legislature.
The Minister for Health has reportedly pressed the government for approval to introduce a
minimum unit price (MUP) for alcohol beverages as soon as possible, as set out in the
contentious “Public Health (Alcohol) Act 2018”. However, the Northern Ireland Executive
collapsed in January 2017 and the Democratic Unionist Party and Sinn Fein parties have yet to
reach agreement regarding a new power-sharing agreement for the executive, seemingly
delaying the simultaneous-MUP process indefinitely.
On 29 January 2019, the European Commissioner for Agriculture, Phil Hogan, expressed caution
over Ireland’s proposed health warning labels, including cancer-warning labels on alcohol
beverage containers, stating that they may breach EU rules and impact on business. The
Department of Health is drafting regulations for these labels, but the EC will need to review their
potential impact as a trade barrier before they can be introduced, and Hogan has warned that
the labels may be in breach of European Single Market rules. Ireland would become the first
country in the world to have mandatory cancer warning labelling if the EC does not reject the
regulations.
The EU’s farm services and single market section contend the alcohol-labelling rules should be
agreed across the whole of the EU. Hogan also supports this view and has stated “we should
have EU-wide rules for labelling regulations rather than one member state striking out on their
own,” also commenting that the new rules haven’t been “well thought out on the impact they
will have on small businesses.” The plans to introduce large cancer warning labels proved to be
the most controversial measure in the draft legislation, and will reportedly not be introduced
until 2021.
On 7 July 2019, the Government of Ireland announced that it intends to implement minimum
unit pricing (MUP) within the next year. The Minister for Health is shortly expected to submit
proposals for the MUP’s introduction to the Cabinet, intending to get government approval
before the end of the parliamentary session on 19 July 2019.
Taoiseach Leo Varadkar, recently announced that a similar MUP policy in Scotland was working
well, therefore his government would move quickly to implement its own minimum pricing plan.
The Scottish Government recently reported that alcohol sales fell in 2018 to their lowest level
since records began in the 1990s, after it introduced its MUP in May 2018.
The proposal is expected to be consistent with the MUP measures which were outlined in the
recently passed Public Health (Alcohol) Act 2018, which included a MUP measure of €0.10 per
gram of alcohol.
On 13 September 2019, the Minister for Health revealed plans to ban alcohol promotions, under
the government’s “Public Health (Alcohol) Act”. Harris said that these promotions should not be
allowed, because of the “real risks and harms” associated with alcohol. The measures would
forbid retailers from letting customers “buy” alcohol with points from loyalty card schemes, and
awarding points with alcohol purchases. Retailers would also be prevented from selling alcohol
at a reduced price or free of charge with the purchase of a different good or service. The
Ministry also intends to ban alcohol price promotions lasting three days or less. Harris has
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reportedly submitted the proposals to the European Commission (EC) for approval and the
government plans to give retailers a one-year grace period.
In December 2019, Following the EC initial assessment, the Minister for Health announced plans
to progress regulations provided under the Public Health (Alcohol) Act. As well as a ban on
loyalty card programmes that reward alcohol purchases, the Minister also proposed a ban on
the sale of alcohol products at a reduced price or free of charge when another product or
service was purchased, and a ban on short-term price promotion of three days or less on drink
products. During the EC’s assessment, two comments were received. The EC asked whether the
regulations applied to online sales and it was confirmed that they do. Spain claimed the
regulations were anti-competitive, but did not submit a detailed opinion. As a result, the
standstill period ended in early December 2019, leaving Harris to progress the regulations.
As previously detailed, the Minister intends to provide a one year lead-in time for the
regulations so that businesses have time to prepare for the changes. The deadline for their
implementation is now expected to be 11 January 2021. The Minister is also working on the
introduction of Minimum Unit Price, noting that it remained the Government’s policy to enact
these provisions at the same time as similar measures are introduced in Northern Ireland. He
further clarified that, if it were not possible to adopt the timelines and approach he had set out
there a need to proceed with the introduction of minimum unit pricing unilaterally.

ISRAEL
Intoxicating Beverage Regulation
27 March 2020 - Israel's Ministry of Health notified the (WTO G/TBT/N/ISR/1109) of New draft
regulations referred to as "Protection of Public Health Regulations (Food) (Food that is an
Intoxicating Beverage) 5779-2019". These regulations aim to regulate production procedures,
import and inspection of intoxicating beverages by Israel's Minister of Health. WTO comments
are due 60 days from the date of notification of the measures

JAPAN
Japan-US trade agreement
Reports from early September 2019, have suggested that an impending trade deal between
Japan and the United States will remove the 15% US wine tariffs for products imported into
Japan.
Once finalised the agreement is expected to include a gradual tariff reduction, over five to seven
years, which matches the timeline set under the former TPP agreement. Prime Minister Shinzo
Abe and US President Donald Trump agreed to a free-trade deal in August 2019, to resolve an
ongoing trade dispute. The deal is likely to be signed at the end of September 2019, following
the UN General Assembly meeting.
On 7 October 2019, the United States and Japan signed The US-Japan Trade Agreement (USJTA)
including commitments covering around US$14.4 billion ($7.2billion each of U.S. imports and
exports).
On 1 January 2020, the USJTA entered into force following the finalization of domestic
procedures.
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MALAYSIA
Prosecco GI registration application
On 28 August 2017, a New Application was lodged to protect the term “Prosecco” as a
Geographical Indication by the Italian Consorzio Di Tutela Della Denominazione Di Origine
Controllata.
2 February 2018 - Legal advice from Malaysia has established that the application is yet to
undergo its initial examination by the Intellectual Property Corporation of Malaysia (MyIPO).
Following the initial examination, the application will be published and an opposition process
will open. Australian Grape & Wine have provided a letter and supporting information on an
informal basis to the MyIPO examiner, highlighting the status of Prosecco as a grape variety to
assist evaluation of the term as an appropriate GI.
On 18 July 2019 we are aware that the examiner is intending to assess the application based on
“its registration in other countries”. The application will be notified and a public objections
process opened to commence this process.
25 September 2019 - MyIPO announced it had temporarily suspended decisions for all
substantive examinations and opposition processes until February 2020.
A search of the MyIPO GI search register on 30 March 2020 showed that the status of the mark
had not progressed. Its legal status on was listed as “FORMALITY EXAMININATION NOT OK”.

NEW ZEALAND
Organic Regulation
On 1 April 2020, the Ministry for Primary Industries New Zealand notified the WTO TBT
committee (G/TBT/N/NZL/99) of the Organic Products Bill, new legislation enabling the
development of mandatory national standards for organic products. The Bill, provides a
framework for regulating organic products that would:
1. Require all organic businesses who make organic claims to be approved by meeting all
the requirements in the relevant standards set forth in regulations.
2. Allow for the development of regulations and national organic standards detailing
production and compliance requirements for certain products.
3. Allow for requirements to be set for third parties who will check organic businesses and
take part in ongoing compliance.
The final date for comments is 60 days from notification.

PHILIPPINES
Excise tax
In late August 2019, a Bill related to excise tax increases was passed by the Congress, to be sent
for next debate at the Senate. Ways and Means Committee Chair, Pia Cayetano, recently
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announced that the Department of Finance’s (DoF) proposal for higher excise taxes on alcohol
beverages will likely be approved shortly. The controversial “sin tax” bill that was passed by
Congress would see an Ad Valorem tax and the specific tax rates on distilled spirits, but impose
only the Ad Valorem tax on wine. In terms of wine, the proposal passed by Congress would have
more impact on sparkling wine by introducing an 15% Ad Valorem tax but unifying the specific
rate.
On 22 January 2020, following the finalisation of the Bill through the parliamentary processes, it
was published as Republic Act 11467 (RA11467). The final Act did not introduce an Ad Volorum
tax for wine (still or sparkling). In addition, it reformed the tax on wine, removing the different
tax rates for still wine and sparkling wine (and price tiers of sparkling wine) to include a single
rate for all wine. Wine will now be taxed P50/litre increasing 6% from January 2021 and every
subsequent year.

RUSSIA
Draft technical regulation on alcohol products safety
In 2012, the Russian Federation notified a draft technical regulation on alcohol products safety
of the Customs Union, (now Eurasian Economic Union). According to the Russian Federation, the
draft technical regulation is being developed with the purpose of establishing unified
requirements for commercialization of alcoholic products – both imported and produced
domestically. The public hearing on the draft technical regulation was completed before Russia's
accession to the WTO in December 2011, but subsequently stakeholders were invited to provide
comments during a 60-day period, in conformity with the provisions of the TBT Agreement. The
draft technical regulation on Alcohol Drinks Safety was not finalized.
In May 2015, the Eurasian Economic Commission had sent an amended text of the technical
regulation to Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) member states, taking into account comments
and suggestions of stakeholders and WTO Members. It also reflected some differences of
opinion among the EAEU member states. Taking into account the accession of the Republic of
Armenia and the Kyrgyz Republic to the EAEU, the Eurasian Economic Commission had also sent
the draft technical regulation to these new member states. Consultations on the draft are
ongoing and it is difficult to predict a definitive deadline for the finalization of this process.
On 5 December 2018, the Eurasian Economic Union’s Council unexpectedly approved the
technical standard, which was due to come into force on 9 January 2019. The regulation is
expected to have a 24 months transitional period.
On 9 January 2019 EAEU has released a new technical regulation, TR EAEU 047/2018 on Safety
of Alcohol Products which will come into force on 9 January 2021.
In December 2019 the Russian Duma adopted a revised Federal Law on Wine Growing and
Winemaking in the Russian Federation. This Law will come into force on 26 June 2020 with no
transition period and remain in effect for 6 months to 9 January 2021. After this date, the EAEU
technical regulation (TR EAEU 047/2018) will come into force.
There are many inconsistencies between the two laws and the existing standard, meaning it is
likely wines destined for Russia will need to be reconditioned again to meet the EAEU rules.
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Aside from a number of inconsistencies and the impracticalities of differing standards within 6
months period without transition periods, the main concerns for the new law include:









The prohibition of imports of wine products and bulk wine for further processing/bottling in
destination.
Labelling requirements for health warnings (which must cover 10% of the label surface area) and
mandatory indication of vintage and varieties and origin on front-of-pack in minimum 14 points
font size.
The prohibition (Article 24 -7) on “addition of water at any stage of manufacture”.
Clarification around certification requirements which appear to require manufacturers need their
quality management systems certified.
Uncommon practice of requiring all mandatories to be in Russian but can be replicated in
English on back label.
Clarification around “Brand wine” “Young wine;” and “Aged wine” definitions and timeframes for
aging as related to date of implementation and differing global vintage dates.
Some analytical limits (SO2, VA) lower than would be common in most wine producing
countries.

Health warning labels bill
On 19 February 2020, the State Duma's Committee on Economic Policy, Innovation and
Entrepreneurship Development urged the lower house to reject a bill that would require distilled
spirits bottles and packaging to bear an “Alcohol Kills” warning label.







The label would cover 50% of the packaging, and would be accompanied by Health ministryapproved pictograms.
Lower-ABV drinks would be required to display an “excessive alcohol consumption is harmful to
your health” label.
The bill would also ban alcohol sales in stores located in residential buildings if their entrance
was located in the building’s courtyard. However, stores with a separate street entrance would
be exempt from the ban.
The committee said that distinguishing between spirits and other types of alcohol is
“unreasonable,” arguing that all types of alcohol can be harmful to health.
It also pointed out that stricter alcohol legislation would lead to an increase in unrecorded
alcohol sales, and that changing labelling requirements would mean additional costs for
businesses.

Draft Law online trade of alcohol and drugs
On 1 August 2019, Russian news reports claimed that Prime Minister, Dmitry Medvedev, had
instructed legislators to finalise a draft law which would legalise online trade of alcohol and
drugs. Under the current version of the bill, legalisation of sales will take place in several stages:
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From 1 January 2020, only wines (including sparkling wines) with a protected geographical
indication and a protected appellation of origin can be sold via the Internet; only companies
licensed for the production, storage and supply of alcohol, as well as specialized alcohol
operators (licenses for the purchase, storage and supply) will be able to sell.
From 1 January 2021, in addition to wine producers and suppliers, the sale will be possible for
manufacturers of beer, beer drinks, cider, pouare and mead.
From 1 January 2023, retail chains will receive the right to sell alcohol online.

The Bill continues to be debated in the Russian parliament. In early March 2020, the Ministry of
Finance submitted another proposal to legalize online sales of alcohol, having drafted several
similar bills in recent years.
On 19 March 2020, Russia’s Ministry of Industry and Trade suggested that a decision on
legalizing online alcohol sales could be made soon, due to unforeseen circumstances related to
the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic.

SINGAPORE
Prosecco GI application opposition
On 21 June 2019, Intellectual Property Office of Singapore (IPOS) published their Geographical
Indications Journal of GIs for which protection is currently being sought. The journal indicates
that the Spanish term “Alicante” (grape variety Alicante Bouchet) and “Prosecco” (grape variety
Prosecco) have both been lodged for protection as GIs by their respective consortiums.
Australian Grape & Wine is currently engaged in the invalidation process and has put forward its
case against the registration of Prosecco as a GI.

SOUTH AFRICA
Excise duties increase
On 26 February 2020, the Minister of Finance, Tito Mboweni, announced the 2020 Budget
Review, which includes a measure to increase excise duties on sparkling wine by 6%, and on
beer, wine, cider, and distilled spirits by 4.4%. The higher duties will take effect from April 2020.

SOUTH KOREA
Recycling Act amendments
On 9 September 2019, the Korean Ministry of Environment notified the WTO TBT Committee
(G/TBT/N/KOR/857) of several proposed amendments to the Act on the Promotion of Saving
and Recycling of Resources. The amendment proposes elements of mandatory recycling
labelling, including a system for “grading” ease of recyclability of packaging materials and
recycling levies. The amendment is notified as entering into force on 25 December 2019 and
allows a grace period of two years for industry compliance. WTO comments are due 60 days
from the date of the notification.
We understand that all packaging material including alcoholic beverages must be evaluated
according to its ease or difficulty in its recyclability, and that there will be four grades: excellent,
good, normal and difficult. If a product has several parts, it will be assessed against its most
difficult part. For example, for wine bottles the assessment would include the glass, the cap or
cork and the label. The criteria being used to grade ease of recyclability (see below) would
appear to imply that certain wine packaging elements might be graded as “difficult”.
Glass bottle packaging material
Components
Body
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Recycle-friendly material/structure
 Soda lime-based material

Recycle-unfriendly material/structure
 Non-soda lime-based material

Label



Colorless, brown, or green



Color other than colorless, brown,
or green



Paper label or non-glued
(non- adhesive) synthetic
resin label
containing
perforated line



Glued (adhesive) synthetic resin
label
Label directly printed on body
(except for best-before date and
manufactured date) or coated on
surface
Metallic material




Cap & Misc
Components



Lid-and-rim-integrated
structure or removable
cap







Metallic cap overlaid with
synthetic resin
Lid-and-rim-separated structure
Miscellaneous components made
of cork or metallic material
(excluding cap)
Other non-separable cap or
miscellaneous components

The potential implications for imported wine include:
1. Labelling - if one of the components is “difficult” to recycle, the whole product is
graded as difficult, and must be labelled as such. The image below shows the current
recycling label (left) and the revised label (right), with the additional text at the bottom
clarifying “good” “difficult” etc. However, only “difficult” grade must be labelled, and
other grades may voluntarily apply the recycling logo, but are not required to do so.

2. Recycling Levy - all products that are graded as “difficult” will be charged an additional
recycling levy. The levy is expected to be increased by up to 30% under the new regime
however, details are not yet clear.
If producers/importers want to claim the product/material is better than “difficult”, this has to be
verified by a public research center approved by the Ministry of Environment. Producers will
have 9 months from 25 December 2019 to have this endorsed.
On 11 November 2019, the Korean Ministry of Environment notified G/TBT/N/KOR/857/Add.1
extending the comment period for the proposed rule, to 22 November 2019.
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In early 2020, it was confirmed, following a number of interventions at the WTO, that South
Korea had allowed wine bottles, and whisky bottles to be excluded from the ‘difficult to recycle’
labelling requirements under the new regulation.
This was later verified with the release of the Standards for Displaying the Grading of MaterialStructure of Packaging Material, which outlined the labelling exemptions and entered into force
on 17 February 2020.
However, in March 2020 Australian Grape & Wine was advised that despite this exemption on
labelling requirements, wine bottles sold in South Korea may still be subject to the additional
environmental charge despite the exemption to labelling as “difficult to recycle’” category.
Australian Grape & Wine is seeking clarification through the Australian Government post in
South Korea and likeminded countries.

THAILAND
Public health call for Advertising ban
On 12 December 2019, the Thai Health Promotion Foundation (Sor Sor Sor) called for a Public
Hearing aimed at seeking amendments to the Alcoholic Beverage Control Act 2008, which
would allow for a total “advertising (all marketing communication + display) ban” for alcoholic
beverages. Public comments were sought via an online survey due by 27 December 2019.
An update from April 2020 has suggested that the Sor Sor Sor did not manage to gain sufficient
support for the amendments through the public consultation, making it much less likely that
there will be any legislative action at this stage.
Certificate of Analysis Requirements
In November 2017, reports from a number of industry sources including US, NZ and Europe
have indicated that wine producers are being asked to comply with new Certificate of Analysis
(CoA) requirements in Thailand. We understand that the new requirements apply to importers
and would flow on to the producers to ensure compliance. The new certificate of analysis
requirements include up to 14 analytical requirements, some of which are not commonly used,
or in fact legal, in many international wine producing countries. We are seeking answers to a
number of questions through Thai APEC contacts and the Australian government. The US
government is also requesting Thailand notify the new requirements through the WTO.
On 6 March 2018, the Australian Government has provided an update following consultation
with the Thai Ministry of Health. The Ministry of Health has advised that there is confusion
regarding the CoA and that these requirements will be revised and a new guideline will be
released through official announcements by 14 March 2018. We also understand that under the
new requirements:
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There will be no expiration date to the CoA once it is issued. (The original regulation was that
the CoA would need to be issued every year).
The original grace period was set to end on 14 March 2018 – meaning that after 14 March,
importers would be required to obtain CoA before they can apply for import license. However,
the grace period has been postponed ‘indefinitely’.
There is a misunderstanding in the compliance requirements and the tests only need to meet
some of the (14) requirements. For the requirements that are not met, the home country need
only to ‘certify’ that these requirements are not tested in their country.

On March 14, 2018, the Thai Excise Department issued a new Notification which extended by six
month the timeline for the full implementation of the COA requirements for alcoholic
beverages.
Until the COA requirement is fully implemented, alcoholic beverage importers can receive an
import permit without needing to wait for the results of the COA testing. The Excise Department
has advised they are preparing guidelines on sample submission and the required COA
elements by May 2018.
In July 2018, the EU sought clarification from Thailand on the current status of the CoA guidance
and broader processes through a WTO TBT notification. To date no formal guidance has been
provided.
On 14 September 2018, industry contacts reported that the Thai Authorities had extended the
grace period for the sample submission arrangement to 14 March 2019. The Australian
government confirmed that in a recent meeting the Thai Authorities had indicated they would
extend the grace period, but had not confirmed a timeframe.
On 13 March 2019, the Thai Excise Department released an official notice confirming that the
grace period had again been extended until 14 September 2019. A new Ministerial Regulation
concerning liquor importation permission was approved by the Thai Cabinet on 19 March 2019.
The only change in the Ministerial Regulation, as expected, is that the reference standards will
be determined by the Director General of the Excise Department, not those of the Thai Industrial
Standards Institute. We have been advised that the Excise Department will now engage with
stakeholders on a bilateral basis where “new rules on standards” will be provided in meeting.
On 18 June 2019, the Thai Excise Department published two notifications G/TBT/N/THA/548 &
G/TBT/N/THA/549 to the WTO TBT committee of the revised requirements under the Quality

Standard for Imported Liquor (Notification of the Department of Excise Duties establishing the
quality standards for imported alcoholic beverages). An English translation of the revised
requirements was provided as part of the notifications and is available here.
The table below outlines the substances and methods, which will be required to be tested for
wine. While the number of analysis has reduced from the original 14 to 9 in total, there remain
some concerns.
Item
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
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Substances
Aldehyde (Acetaldehyde)
Methyl alcohol
Ethyl carbamate
Sulfur dioxide
Benzoic acid or salt of benzoic acid
Sorbic acid or salt of sorbic acid
Arsenic
Lead
Ferrocyanide

Not exceed
160 ppm
420 ppm
200 ppb
400 ppm
250 ppm
200 ppm
0.1 ppm
0.2 ppm
Not found

Test Method
AOAC 26.1.24
AOAC 26.1.36
AOAC 28.1.48
AOAC 27.1.39
AOAC 37.1.62A
AOAC 28.2.02
AOAC 9.1.01
AOAC 9.2.19
ASTM D 4374

The key remaining concern which has been raised previously with the Excise Department is
regarding the limit for Ferrocyanise. Having a “Not Found” or “Zero” limit creates an issue as no
method of testing will provide a zero result, particularly in ISO17025 accredited labs where they
are required to provide a figure such as <0.1. Effectively, no wine will be able to validly provide
an analytical certificate that shows a value of zero.

UNITED KINGDOM
Brexit
On 29 March 2017 the British Prime Minister triggered Article 50 of the Treaty of Lisbon,
beginning the formal exit process of the United Kingdom (UK) withdrawing from the European
Union (EU).
On 18 January 2018 Australian Grape & Wine provided a Submission to the UK House of
Commons, International Trade Committee Inquiry into the UK’s trade relationship with Australia
and New Zealand. Key aspects of the submission include removal of wine tariffs, ensuring
minimal disruption to trade and treatment of wine re-exported through the UK to greater
Europe.
On 6 March 2018, the European Union released its first draft withdrawal agreement. The most
relevant provisions regarding wine and spirits are from Article 36 onwards. It is currently
proposed that any goods that may lawfully be placed in the market in the UK before the end of
the transition period will also enjoy free circulation inside the European Union. While this draft
may well be modified, it does provide useful insights into where matters currently stand.
On 14 November 2018, the EU and UK government negotiators agreed on the text of the draft
Agreement for the Withdrawal of the UK from the EU. The Agreement did not gain support to
pass the UK Parliament.
On 18 January 2019, the Australian and UK governments finalised the Agreement on Trade in
Wine between the Government of Australia and the Government of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland (AU-UK Wine Agreement). This document for the most part
mirrors the conditions of trade currently outlined in the Australia-EU Agreement on Trade in
Wine, and will allow for greater certainty over the allowable practices of wine trade between the
two. On 13 February 2019, the AU-UK Wine Agreement was introduced into the Australian
Parliament. Concurrently the Wine Australia Amendment (Trade with United Kingdom) Bill 2019
was introduced and was passed by the Senate unamended on 15 February. This Bill allows for
the minor yet necessary changes to the Wine Australia Act 2013 to account for the Brexit
changes.
In March 2019, the ongoing uncertainty surrounding Brexit continued, with the UK Parliament
voting down the UK Prime Minister, Theresa May’s Brexit deal by 149 votes on 12 March (UK
time). Following this vote the UK parliament met again on 13 March (UK time) to vote on
whether the UK should leave without a deal. This vote saw UK MPs back an amendment which
ruled out a no-deal Brexit ‘under any circumstances’. The motion was passed by 321 votes to
278. This led to yet another vote in the UK Parliament on 14 March (UK time) on delaying the 29
March Brexit implementation date. The delay vote was accepted, meaning UK Prime Minister,
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Theresa May will now need to ask the EU to extend implementation of Article 50 beyond the 29
March.
The EU accepted the UK's request to delay Brexit until 12 April 2019. The EU also agreed that if
the UK parliament passed Theresa May's deal through parliament, a further extension to 22 May
2019 would be allowed. Over the first week of April the UK Parliament debated a number of
motions in attempts to pass some form of Agreement, however none were successful.
Following the lack of Agreement, Theresa May wrote to the European Union on 5 April,
requesting a further delay to Brexit until 30 June. An emergency EU summit was held on 10 April
where the request was considered and the EU agreed to delay Brexit until 31 October 2019.
On 24 May 2019, UK Prime Minister, Theresa May, announced she would stand down as Prime
Minister on 7 June 2019. On 24 July 2019, Boris Johnson, newly elected leader of The
Conservative Party, was appointed Prime Minister of the United Kingdom. In his first speech in
the role, Johnson promised that the United Kingdom would leave the European Union on 31
October 2019 with or without a deal.
With Johnson’s appointment, the likelihood of the UK withdrawing Article 50 and remaining in
the EU has lessened. However, the EU has shown little willingness to renegotiate former Prime
Minister Theresa May’s Withdrawal Agreement and a lack of appetite from the UK Parliament for
permitting a ‘no deal’ Brexit.
On 5 September 2019, the opposition parties' “anti-Brexit bill” was passed with the support of
more than 20 rebels from within the Prime Minister’s own party, who had been dramatically
stripped of their Conservative Party membership a day earlier. The anti-Brexit bill essentially
contains legislation stopping an October no-deal Brexit.
Given the unlikely outcome of finalising a Brexit deal with the EU, the Prime Minister is left in a
challenging position if he intends to make good on his previous pledge to leave the EU with or
without a deal by 31 October. The Prime Minister's options are now to seek an election as soon
as possible in order to have any chance of repealing the anti Brexit bill, finalise an agreed deal
with the EU and UK Parliament, or seek yet another extension.
In terms of wine related activity, the UK Government has released Guidance on Importing and
exporting wine “if there is a no-deal Brexit”. Information is currently limited in terms specific
information relevant to Australian wine exports, however the key element noted is that EU
branded VI-1 forms will remain acceptable (in the UK) for 9 months post-Brexit.
Further advice on wine documentation specifically for Australia as well as confirmation on
import labelling requirements between the UK and EU is currently being sought.
COVID-19 issues have slowed progress on development of an agreement between the UK and
the EU.
On 7 April 2020, UK’s Chief Negotiator David Frost said that Post-Brexit trade talks are
continuing with the EU “in these difficult times”, and that he and his EU counterpart would
decide a timetable for further discussions in April and May. UK Opposition parties have called
for a delay to the December deadline for reaching an agreement in light of the COVID-19
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outbreak. Further complicating the matters, UK Prime Minister, Boris Johnson was confirmed
positive to COVID-19 and has been hospitalised since early April 2020.
Minimum Unit Price (Scotland)
On 25 February 2020, the Scottish Government announced it would carry out a review of its
minimum unit price (MUP) of £0.50 which had been in force since May 2018, after its 2012 MUP
legislation was approved. The review would investigate the effectiveness of the MUP and give
consideration to increasing the minimum unit price.
Recent figures show that while sales of cider and distilled spirits have decreased since the MUP
took effect, sales of strong wine have increased by more than 16%.
Minimum Unit Price (Wales)
In October 2017, the Welsh Government proposed the Public Health (Minimum Price for
Alcohol) (Wales) Bill. In March 2018 the Bill underwent initial legislative stages of assessment by
the Welsh National Assembly and the “Public Health (Minimum Price for Alcohol) (Wales) Bill”
was then approved in June 2018. The Bill included provisions for a minimum unit price of £0.50.
On 8 July 2019, following the Welsh government’s submission of the proposals to the European
Commission (EC) for approval, Portugal presented the EC with a “detailed opinion” warning that
the MUP could have “direct implications” on the EU’s free-trade rules.
The Portuguese Ministry of Economy said the MUP would set prices higher than the current
price of some of its exported wines. As this would make those wines “less competitive in that
market,” the Ministry argued that Wales should increase alcohol excise duty instead as this is
“less restrictive.” It also called for more evidence to prove that MUPs were effective in achieving
public-health goals.
The Welsh Government had intended to introduce the MUP by September 2019, after a
mandatory three-month “standstill period” while the EC considered the proposals. However, the
objection triggered another three-month waiting period, meaning that the MUP could not be
introduced before August. Welsh Minister for Health and Social Services, Vaughan Gething, has
said he expects the MUP to take effect by early 2020.
On 2 March 2020, Wales’ Minimum Alcohol Pricing Law came into force with the Welsh
Government agreeing to a minimum unit price (MUP) of £0.50 in November 2019. The Minister
said the MUP was not intended to make alcohol unaffordable, but rather to address “the most
harmful and damaging alcohol – high-strength, cheap alcohol”. He noted “If we see a change in
behaviour and a real health gain being made that reduces alcohol-related admissions that helps
to avoid alcohol-related deaths as well, then I think we will see a change being made across
England and…Northern Ireland too.”
Alcohol Health Alliance UK (AHA UK) Chair, Professor Ian Gilmore, suggested that England could
be “left behind” in terms of tackling harmful drinking unless it introduces an MUP.

USA
Modernization of the Labeling and Advertising Regulations
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On 26 November 2018, the United States Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau (TTB)
published and notified (G/TBT/N/USA/1429) proposed new rules for the Modernization of the
Labeling and Advertising Regulations for Wine, Distilled Spirits, and Malt Beverages. The
amendments are aimed at modernizing labelling and advertising regulations in order to
liberalize and provide industry members greater flexibility.
On 22 March 2019, the TTB notified (G/TBT/N/USA/1429/Add.1) a range of corrections or
amendments to the original notification.
On 3 April the TTB notified (G/TBT/N/USA/1429/Add.2) it was amending elements of the
regulations governing the labelling and advertising of wine, distilled spirits, and malt beverages
to address comments received. TTB is finalizing certain liberalizing and clarifying changes that
were proposed, and that could be implemented quickly and provide industry members greater
flexibility. TTB is also identifying certain other proposals that will not be adopted and the
proposal to adopt new policies on the use of cross-commodity terms. The final rule will be
effective from 4 May 2020.
On 14 April 2020, the TTB notified the WTO of (G/TBT/N/USA/1429/Add.2/Corr.1) relating to a
number of minor corrections to the previously notified measure Modernization of the Labeling
and Advertising Regulations for Wine, Distilled Spirits, and Malt Beverages.

URUGUAY
Draft National Alcohol Law
On 5 August 2019, Uruguayan Senators approved a draft National Alcohol Policy which had
previously been introduced around two years ago and had stalled in the legislature. The House
of Representatives Special Commission on Addictions will now review the bill, intending to
approve it before the current parliamentary session ends in mid-September 2019.
In September 2019 Lawmakers from former-president Tabare Vazquez’s Broad Front (FA) party
held an extraordinary session in the Chamber of Deputies to vote on a draft national alcohol law
before the beginning of the next parliament, despite having lost the recent general election. The
bill passed with 51 votes out of 84.
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Vázquez originally published his signature alcohol bill in 2017, but its progress had immediately
stalled when there was disagreement over several of the measures. In April 2018, Vázquez urged
lawmakers to rescue the bill, but while a revised version was then drafted, it had only been
approved by the upper house before the end of the legislative session.
The contentious bill would regulate the distribution, sale, marketing, advertising, sponsorship,
and promotion of alcohol, and create a register of vendors. It would also require health warning,
nutrition, and producer or importer labels on all alcohol beverages, defined as any drink with an
ABV higher than 0.5%.
The FA lost the 2019 election to the National Party (PN) and will no longer hold a majority in the
Chamber of Deputies or the Senate.
PN deputies were strongly critical of some of the bill’s measures, and incoming PN Senator
Jorge Gandini has since declared that the new government will repeal the new law after it takes
office.

On 7 March 2020, National Party (PN) Senator Jorge Gandini presented the first bill of the
General Assembly’s 2020–25 legislative session. The draft legislation would amend a new
national alcohol law that was pushed through the legislature after the previous government lost
a general election in late 2019. The bill will be reviewed by a parliamentary health commission
before passing to legislators.
Regulatory requirements
On 14 February 2019, the Uruguayan Government published on the Instituto Nacional de
Vitivinicultura (INAVI) website a new requirement for wine, which established requirements of an
analytical certification that indicates the non-presence of exogenous water in wines entering
Uruguay. The implementation date of the measure was noted as 1 March 2019.
On 14 March 2019, the requirement was notified to the WTO TBT committee (G/TBT/N/URY/27)
and comments on the measure were noted as being due by 1 May 2019.
On 25 March 2019, Uruguay provided a revised WTO notification (G/TBT/N/URY/27/Rev.1)
including an attached resolution of the Board of Directors of INAVI extending the implantation
date to 1 May 2019, in order to coincide with the WTO notification period.
On 1 May 2019, Uruguay notified the WTO TBT committee that it had postponed the date of
entry into force of the Resolution regarding analysis requirements for exogenous water in wine
until 1 June 2019. The final date for comments was extended until 15 May 2019.
On 4 July 2019, through the WTO TBT committee, Chile and South Africa lodged a written
statement regarding the Uruguayan exogenous water measures, noting concerns around the
potential for the resolution to create unnecessary trade barriers.
On 22 July 2019, the United States provided a statement to the WTO committee on technical
barriers to trade, including a number of questions for Uruguay’s consideration regarding the
postponed exogenous water in wine resolution. Uruguay also submitted a statement to the
committee noting interest raised by the United States, Chile, Australia, South Africa and New
Zealand through the process. Uruguay’s statement notes that domestic producers are not
allowed to add exogenous water to national wines, and as such the practice cannot be allowed
for imported wines as it would unduly favour imported wines over domestic product. The
statement also noted that Uruguay would continue to maintain an open dialogue with WWTG
members regarding the requirement.
In March 2020, COVID19 travel restrictions saw the cancelation of the April WWTG meetings in
Brazil. The ongoing dialogue with Uruguay and WWTG members will continue at the next
meeting, November 2020 in New Zealand.

VIETNAM
Withdrawal of plant protection product Glyphosate
On 14 February 2020, Vietnam notified the WTO SPS committee (G/SPS/N/VNM/110) of
amendments to Circular No. 10/2019 / TT-BNNPTNT dated 20 September 2019. The
amendments included alterations to the List of permitted plant protection products advising
that plant protection products containing the active ingredient glyphosate are withdrawn from
manufacture or import and will only be traded and used until 30 June 2021.
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Additives & Processing aids
On 9 May 2014, Vietnam notified a revision of standards for specification, scope, application and
limitation of food additives (SPS/VNM/54) with the revision entering into force in July 2014.
Circular 8 of the Ministry of Health was then passed and came into force on 1 July 2015
replacing the original Circular 27. This revision effectively limits wine additives to those in the
General Standard for Food Additives (GSFA) of the Codex Alimentarius Commission. Due to
limited numbers of additives approved in the GSFA, it effectively makes it problematic to export
wine to Vietnam that complies with their additive standard.
In order to resolve the Codex issue, in late 2016, the Winemakers’ Federation of Australia
provided the Vietnam Food Administration (VFA) applications seeking permission for use of a
number of common wine processing aids and additives in line with Australia Standard 4.5.1. In
mid-November 2017, the VFA completed an initial assessment of the request and sought further
information from Australia for consideration of approval. On 18 January 2018, outcomes of the
VFA’s assessment of use for wine additives and processing aides were received.
The outcomes of the VFA assessment are as follows:




VFA have approved the use of all processing aids in line with Australian regulations
VFA have approved the use of 17 common wine additives
VFA have approved Gape Juice (including concentrate) as a “food ingredient” in line with
Australia’s regulations.

These changes will likely be included in a new Circular on use and management of food
additives before they are incorporated into Vietnamese food regulations. The changes will make
it easier for Australian producers to comply with Vietnamese regulations and improve ability to
export wine to Vietnam. The WTO/TBT notification on the draft regulations on Food additives
(amendment) was posted on the TBT website on 7 June with a response deadline of 7 August.
Australian exporters should contact Wine Australia for advice on ensuring compliance with these
changes.
In July 2018, the Vietnamese Food Administration notified the WTO (G/TBT/N/VNM/129
G/SPS/N/VNM/101) of its Draft Circular on Management and Use of Food Additives. Following
consideration of the document it was noted that seven additives (Ascorbic acid, Citric acid,
Erythorbic acid, Gum Arabic, Lactic acid, Malic acid and Sodium carboxymethyl cellulose) which
were previously included in the approved list at GMP did not appear to be approved for use in
wine. These additives were included in the circular at GMP as general food additives, however
not specifically for wine. On 27 July 2018, further clarification was sought through the Australian
government, TBT & SPS processes regarding the status of these remaining additives for use in
wine.
On 22 January 2019, an update confirmed that, following additional consultation the revised
circular list which includes all additives which were included in the previous application is
currently with the Vice Minister for approval.
Advice provided in July 2019 has suggested that the 2019 Circular on Management and Use of
Food Additive would soon be announced. Unfortunately it was suggested that it may not
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include the remaining seven additives yet to be approved. If this were the case, it may mean the
additives could not gain approval until the next Circular in 2020.
On 30 August 2019, the Ministry of Health issued Circular No. 24/2019 / TT-BYT regulating the
management and use of food additives. Clarification and interpretations are still being sought,
however, it appears that the following additives have been included:
No.

Name of
additives

INS

ML (mg/kg)
(maximum level)

1

Ascorbic acid

300

250

2
3
4
5
6
7

Carbon dioxide
Citric acid
Erythorbic acid
Gum arabic
Lactic acid
Malic acid

290
330
315
414
270
296

8

Potassium
sorbate

202

9

Potassium
Sulphites

225

GMP
1000
250
300
4000
4000
200
Note 42: measured
by acid sorbic
350
Note 44: measured
by residue SO2
Note 103: not to be
used for white wine
especially 400mg/kg

10

Sodium
carboxymethyl
cellulose

466

100

11

Sorbic acid

200

12

Sulphur dioxide

220

13
14
15
16

Grape skin extract
Metatartaric acid
Tartaric acid
Tannins
Yeast
mannoproteins

163ii
353
334
181

200
Note 42: measured
by acid sorbic
350
Note 44 & Note 103
GMP
GMP
GMP
GMP

455

GMP

17

Comment
In Annex 2B NonCodex list
In Annex 2A Codex list
In Annex 2B
In Annex 2B
In Annex 2B
In Annex 2B
In Annex 2B
In Annex 2A

In Annex 2A

In Annex 2B

In Annex 2A
In Annex 2A
In Annex 2B
In Annex 2B
In Annex 2B
In Annex 2B
In Annex 2B

Circular 24/2019 lists the following seven additives in Annex 2B which appear to apply to
general food additives. They do not specify wine specifically as the other categories do and it is
unclear if they apply to wine.
No.
1
46

Name of additives
/ Ten phu gia
Ascorbic acid

INS
300

ML (mg/kg)
(maximum level)
250

2
3
4
5
6
7

Citric acid
Erythorbic acid
Gum arabic
Lactic acid
Malic acid
Sodium
carboxymethyl
cellulose

330
315
414
270
296
466

1000
250
300
4000
4000
100

On 24 February 2020 the Australian Government sent a letter to the Vietnam Food
Administration seeking to clarify the status of the remaining 7 additive approvals for wine at
GMP.

WORLD HEALTH ORGANISATION (WHO)
WHO approves new action plan on alcohol
In February 2020 the WHO Executive Board led by Thailand and supported by prevention NGOs,
called for the creation of a new 10-year “Global Action Plan on Alcohol” to deliver “dramatic
reductions in alcohol harm by 2030, including consideration of internationally binding
instruments.”
The group described the 2010 World Health Assembly’s previous voluntary “Global strategy to
reduce harmful alcohol” use as a “failure,” adding that worldwide trends showed an increase in
alcohol consumption.
It also described alcohol as a Group 1 carcinogen, and requested that WHO “exercise global
leadership” by banning its sale and consumption on WHO premises.
Following extensive consultation with member states, however, the group then published an
updated draft decision on “accelerating action to reduce the harmful use of alcohol.”
The final draft reaffirmed the relevance of the 2010 Global Strategy, including a focus on the
harmful use of alcohol. It recognized positive trends, such as a global reduction in heavy
episodic drinking (HED), but asked WHO Director General Dr. Tedros Ghebreyesus to develop an
action plan to effectively implement the Global Strategy going forward.
The WHO Executive Board approved the final draft, which was co-sponsored by Bangladesh,
Bhutan, India, Indonesia, Iran, the Philippines, Russia, Sierra Leone, Sri Lanka, Thailand, Vietnam,
the EU, and Norway.
The World Health Assembly (WHA) will review the draft action plan in May. If approved, it would
be raised for consideration at the 2022 WHA, and the Global Strategy will be reviewed again in
2030 for further action.
WHO launching new global leaders NCDs coalition
President of Uruguay, Tabaré Vázquez, and WHO will launch the Coalition of Heads of State and
Government for the Prevention and Control of NCDs and the Promotion of Mental Health and
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Well-Being on 25 September 2019. The launch will take place at the United Nations (UN)
Sustainable Development Goals (SDG) Summit in New York.
The Coalition will support governments and heads of state in their efforts to adopt bold public
policies to accelerate progress towards SDG target 3.4 of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development: “by 2030, reduce by one third premature mortality from NCDs through
prevention and treatment and promote mental health and well-being”.
The coalition’s conceptual framework states that countries that join the coalition will agree to
adopt a national political process towards a reduction in the risk of premature deaths from noncommunicable diseases (NCD).
This will include implementing at least one of the “WHO best buys and other recommended
interventions for the prevention and control of NCDs” that include restrictions on alcohol, and at
least two mass and social media campaigns to educate on harms from smoking, drinking, or
poor diet.
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Contact
Contact Australian Grape and Wine Incorporate for more information regarding the content of this report.
Damien Griffante
Manager, Policy & Market Access
Australian Grape & Wine
Ph: +61 8 8133 4308
Email Damien@agw.org.au

