SOUTHWARK/LEWISHAM AFRICAN FOODS SURVEY

2004/2005

Summary:

· 117 food products were sampled from 19 premises.

· 7 countries of origin were identified. However 26 samples were only identified as originating from Africa.

· 23 samples were found to be unsatisfactory on analysis.

· Approx. 25% (10 from 40) of products (analysed for aflatoxins / fumonisins were unsatisfactory.

· Approx. 28% (8 from 29) of products analysed for Sudan dye were unsatisfactory.

· Approx. 25% (3 from 12) of products analysed for colours/preservatives were unsatisfactory.

· Approx. 14% (1 from 7) of products analysed for veterinary residues were unsatisfactory.

· 100% of products containing meat or fish (12 samples) did not have an approved establishment number that could be ascertained.

· The Public Analyst was unable to determine the nature of two products.

· 10 products made medical/health claims, 5 of which were deemed as possible medicines but were treated as foods for the purposes of the survey in the absence of product licences.

· Approx. 85% (99 from 117) were incorrectly labelled.

Enforcement issues identified:

Traceability:

· Proprietors were largely unable to provide details of importers or wholesalers from where the products were purchased.

· Some products were bought in bulk and repackaged into retail packs either on, or off, the premises. Again there was no traceability back to the original bulk purchase.

· Proprietors gave conflicting information regarding the source of the product. In effect claiming that they had not imported it direct when asked for further details.

· Some products were sourced from ‘personal sales’ from people calling at the premises.

· The products of animal origin could not be traced back to approved 3rd country establishments but again importers cannot be identified.

Labelling:

· A very high percentage of the products were either labelled incorrectly, or completely unlabelled.
· Products were labelled in English so intelligibility was not a problem.
· Issues arising were mainly around the name of the food, addresses of packers/sellers within the EC, durability indications, misleading descriptions, medical/health claims and nutritional information.
· Dealing with labelling issues locally at retail level is not appropriate as these products are on sale in many retail shops.
· Local Authorities with known importers in their area appear to have similar difficulties in achieving compliance.
Contamination issues:

· Where problems have been identified it is apparent that it is extremely difficult to link stock in the shop with that sampled.  Proprietors claim that they have sold all the original stock.  The issue of where else the original products may have been distributed cannot be addressed because of the lack of any form of traceability.
· Where products have been purchased in bulk by a known importer and then re-packaged for retail sale there does not seem to be any system for batch coding and different durability dates are used for products from the same initial consignment.
Future Actions:

· Letter to be sent to all retail shops in Southwark and Lewisham selling African foods, including those not visited as part of this survey, explaining issues in relation to contamination, traceability, labelling and importation of products of animal origin.  The letter will include details of retailers’ responsibilities and possibility of formal re-sampling and subsequent enforcement action.
· Report to SE Sector food liaison group to raise issue of common enforcement action within the sector.
· Depending on future financial implications similar products to those that have been reported as unsatisfactory to be sampled from other shops to highlight issues with those shops.
Conclusion:

· As sampling has only recently been concluded follow up action and the difficulties encountered with enforcement cannot be fully reported.

· The survey has confirmed that retailers do not understand the need for, or the practicalities of, traceability of their products. 

· Many retailers are prepared to buy the food from sellers for whom they have no address or no means of identifying.

· To educate and enforce the requirements of traceability is a major resource issue for both Southwark and Lewisham – and other authorities that have a high proportion of shops selling food originating outside the EC

· A similar major problem exists with relation to labelling issues.

· There is a real problem of contamination of products with aflatoxins but it is unclear whether the problems arising from contamination with Sudan dye is with respect to old products being re-sold or if a problem with new imports.

· Although enforcement action against individual retailers in respect of irregularities is possible this will not address the issue on a wider and long term basis.

· The number of importers, and the increasing availability of these types of food products can only mean that the problems of enforcement will increase in the future.

· It is known that consignee addresses for imported products are frequently private addresses where there is no room for storage of the consignments. 

· It is apparent that some imported food consignments are delivered to unregistered self-storage units for onward distribution – this may be a contributory factor to the lack of traceability.

· A national publicity campaign detailing the requirements for the traceability of food products may be beneficial as there is widespread ignorance of the new legislation amongst food retailers.  These small retailers are not members of any traders’ groups.

