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Dear Mr. Ab~

SUBJECT: REVIEW OF TINNED FISH & TINNED MEAT PRODUCT
PRICES

We write to thank you and acknowledge receipt of your letter dated 6thJune 2006 &
issue document on the above.

Firstly, we commend your Commission for the current initiative to review the prices
of tihned fish an<l unnedtneat produCts; two forms of proteins widely consumed in
most households throughout the country.

It is an appropriate time for the ICCC to initiate the review to reflect on and
determine how the prices of these two items affected the industry over the last few
years and what can be done especially after the domestic establishment of several
tinned fish processing plants such as RD Tuna (Madang), International Food
Corporation (Lae), Frabelle PNG Ltd. (Lae) and tinned meat plants including Hugo
Canning Ltd.and James Barnes Ltd. The review many lead to understanding the level
of competition at the domestic market after these estahlishments as well as the
appropriate pricing.

As can be reflected from the shelves of retail outlets throughout the country, prices
for some canned products have increased rapidly whilst others remained unchanged
or took a longer period to change. That could be the ret1~ction of people following
their tastes on quality or could be due to people following products that can be
affordable. The prices of the popular brands appeared to increase faster whilst others
were slow or remained unchanged over a longer time. .
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