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Subject: Dioxin in fish products in Finland and Sweden

In the Commission Regulation (EC) No 1881/2006 of 19 December 2006 setting maximum 
levels for certain contaminants in foodstuff also maximum levels for dioxin in food have been 
laid down. 

A derogation for Sweden and Finland allows fish species, originating from the Baltic region, 
to be put on the internal market with higher levels of dioxins than those set out in the 
Regulation. Sweden and Finland now want to prolong this derogation.

Sweden and Finland should inform consumers of the dietary recommendations concerning 
restrictions on consumption of fish from the Baltic region. However, there is evidence that 
this does not always happen: a report by the Swedish responsible Food stuff Authority 
(Livsmedelsverket) says that many women and children consume more than the 
recommended intake. Only 17% of the public seem to be aware that women of childbearing 
age and children should follow the dietary recommendations. According to the 
Livsmedelsverket thousands of children and young women are at risk of consuming above the 
tolerable intake levels. This is despite the fact that the authorities have been informing of the 
dietary recommendation for many years. Livsmedelsverket therefore recommended the 
derogation to be abolished.
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Is the Commission aware of this report and what steps will it take to ensure that the issues it 
raises are on the table when the derogation is discussed in the expert working group? Given 
the Commission´s responsibility for all European Consumers, what steps can and will the 
Commission take to ensure that consumers become fully informed? 

One reason for the derogation is to protect the long tradition of eating fermented herring. This 
product is always pre-packed and is not consumed very often, especially not by children. The 
arguments against fermented herring with high levels of dioxin are therefore not as strong as 
on fish in general. Have the Commission therefore considered granting a more stringent 
derogation that would enable this type of product only? 

There is also evidence that indicates that fish containing high levels of dioxin are being 
exported to other EU Member States, despite the ban. In an article in the Swedish newspaper 
“Göteborgsposten” a man admits having exported 300 kg salmon to France. What measures 
does the Commission have in place to ensure that the fish is not exported? What monitoring 
does the Commission do to prevent the illegal export of fish? 


