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Abstract 1 8 6 4 2 2

Analyzing organic synthetic dyes in grape juice packaging in closed packages 10 samples
which their prices were 4-17 baths, we found that 4 samples consisted of nonpermitted organic
synthetic dyes, 2 samples consisted of permissible dyes but the amount of dyes were over the
permissible level and 4 samples had no organic synthetic dyes following their labels that they did not
add the dyes. We identified the dyes by using paper chaomatography and using 4 developping
solvents. Determination of dyes by using column chromatography. Silicagel 60 (0.2-0.5 m.m.) was
used as adsorbent which was cheaper than Polyamide (recommended adsorbent using in Pearson’s
method) 10 times. Our method showed percent recovery at 111.7, RSD (Relative standard deviation)
at 2.2 and limit of detection was 2 ppm. These results from our investigation should stimulate the
Miniéty of Public Health to be more interested in controlling the use of organic synthetic dyes and it
was important for the consumers to aware the label of the food that the producer did not add or added

the dyes.





