[bookmark: _GoBack]IBFAN General Comments

Request for Comments on provisions for xanthum gum (INS 415) and pectins (INS 440) in CXS 72-1981

The CCNFSDU Framework for appraising the technological need for food additives:

IBFAN does not consider the additional additives xanthum gum (0.1g/100 ml. in powdered infant formula ready for consumption) and pectins (0.2g/100 ml of  liquid product ready for consumption) which function as thickeners and as stabilizers specifically for hydrolysed protein infant formulas to be to be a technological need.

IBFAN does not consider this proposal suitable for adoption for the following reasons:
 
Infants who are not breastfed and are fed formulas for special medical purposes (SMPs) are highly vulnerable special needs infants. These may be low-birth weight infants, those born prematurely or with medical conditions or those developing post-birth medical conditions.

Increased numbers of additives and levels of additives pose additional risks above and beyond the known risks of vulnerable formula fed infants. 
The US FDA’s adverse event reports1 suggest a possible association between necrotizing enterocolitis and ingestion of a commercial feed thickener..  

Infants exclusively fed SMPs must be considered immunocompromised and non-essential, non-nutritive additives pose additional strains on the infant’s inadequate immune capacity.

in CXS 72-1981 already permits a number of thickeners for hydrolysed protein formulas  - guar gum at 0.1g/10 ml, carob bean gum at 0.1g/100ml, and carrageenan at 0.1g/100ml. 
Additional thickeners and stabilisers should not be needed as the objectives of their use as thickeners is already addressed by those currently in the standard CXS 72-1981. The proposed additives are more likely to increase health risks to vulnerable infants rather than provide benefits.

The use of additional additives to thicken and stabilise the ingredients of the intended product misleads the consumer (mothers, parents, care givers and health care workers) to consider the product to be similar to mammalian milks and to breastmilk. Hence the use of these additional additives should be considered marketing devices to enhance the appearance of these products. 

Additionally thickeners are misleading parents on the nutritional value. The creamy texture is giving the impression of a nutritive food. Mothers and care givers having doubts about body fluid – Breastmilk , will believe that IF is more nourishing and also because thickeners give the product a slower digesting time., giving the impression that the baby is satisfied.
Claims should not be permitted for these products. Terms such as “gentle proteins” are deceptive. Cochrane Reviews2 on the use of hydrolysed protein infant formula for the prevention of allergies concluded that: “We found no substantial evidence to support short‐term or prolonged feeding with a hydrolysed formula compared with a cow's milk formula for prevention of allergic disease in infants unable to be exclusively breast fed”.
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