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Appendix 1.  Food label collection method  

 

The collection of food labels for the 2006 label monitoring survey was based on that 

described previously (Food Label Monitoring Survey Phase 1 Pilot Report- Silliker 

Microtech Pty Ltd, Canberra). 

 

i) Sample size  

To determine the appropriate sample size, stock keeping unit (SKU) lists were obtained from 

Coles Myer in Australia.  The SKU lists were analysed and the total number of products 

available in each pre-determined minor food category was estimated.   

 

The relative proportions of Australia and New Zealand products used in the 2005 survey 

were retained for the current survey.   

 

Two percent of the total SKUs for any given minor food category was chosen as a sampling 

quota.  The total number of samples to be taken was calculated as 1250: 710 from Australia 

and 540 from New Zealand.  Samples were collected concurrently in New Zealand and 

Australia.  To counteract the incidence of products with the same brand and type available in 

both countries, samplers in New Zealand collected approximately 20% more products than 

required, while samplers in Australia collected approximately 10% more products than 

required.  Once the duplicate products and multiple brands were removed, the total number of 

samples assessed was 1311 (105% of the target).  

 

ii) Sample collection 

Sampling in Australia was carried out primarily from the major retail outlets in Victoria, from 

principal supermarket chains, as well as smaller grocery outlets and specialist stores.  A small 

amount of sampling was also undertaken in all other States. 

 

Sampling in New Zealand was undertaken in both the North and South Islands (Auckland, 

Wellington and Christchurch) and split primarily between the major supermarket chains with 

a minor number of products collected from smaller grocery outlets and specialist stores.   

 



In both countries, samples from as many different manufacturers as possible were chosen, 

without consideration for their market share within each category.  For example, for the 

minor food category of edible oils, it was observed that there are a number of manufacturers, 

but the market is dominated by a small number of manufacturers whose brand name is 

associated with a variety of SKUs (oil types and pack sizes) that were likely to have been 

labelled in the same manner.  Sampling products made by a range of manufactures rather than 

proportional to the number of SKUs provided a wide range of food labels to assess for 

consistency with the labelling provisions in that minor food category. 

 

iii) Sample storage 

Product labels were allocated a unique identification number and stored in large, lidded 

plastic containers in a secure storage facility at AgriQuality’s premises.  Each plastic 

container was numbered and the location or movement of these was recorded to maintain 

traceability.  


