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From: Natalie Yuen-Francis   
Sent: Wednesday, 11 November 2015 10:06 AM 

To: Adjudication 
Subject: A91506 & A91507 – Infant Nutrition Council – submission 

 
Dear ACCC, 
 
As both a mother and a healthcare professional (general practitioner), I would like to object to the ACCC 
granting a 10 year authorisation of MAIF, rather than a short-term interim re-authorisation, for the following 
reasons: 
 

• The WHO is in the process of strengthening protection against food marketing to children and their 
parents (changes to the code out next year) and this information should be included in any review of 
MAIF 

• Australia is currently reviewing its national policy on breastfeeding (I think the strategy is due end 
2015?) therefore it would be premature to lock in a 10-year arrangement on the marketing of infant 
formula 

• The MAIF agreement does not meet Australia's obligations to implement as legislation the full 
WHO Intl Code of Marketing of Breastmilk Substitutes 

• The MAIF agreement was last signed in 1992 and is a voluntary industry self-regulated code that 
doesn't include marketing by electronic means or toddler milk 

• What happens if MAIF is breached? Nothing? This does not protect involved persons (ie. babies/ 
infants/ toddlers/ mothers/ families) 

• The MAIF agreement lacks coverage - doesn't cover toddler milks, promotion by retailers (eg. 
supermarkets, pharmacies - who can sell via pricing and discounts), via electronic and/or social 
media means 

• The simple fact that the MAIF agreement coverage is lacking, there are no repercussions if breached, 
it is old, and that there are upcoming guidelines WHO / national breastfeeding policy means that 
renewing for another 10 years in one go would be outdated / dangerous / lacking. 

 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalie Yuen-Francis 
 

  




