S1077 Meeting Minutes – Day 1

8:34 Byron opened the meeting with welcome and thank you’s for the host and the attendees able to make it. Agenda was provided. 

Intros by all attendees …

· Discussion on COVID impact on students here. 
· Discussion on Food Protection Trends publishing, getting on editorial board, and what papers fit in this journal. 

David Monks – 
Timeline is rewrite for this project. Was due end of October- brief update on justification on topics/issues. After this, committee will review and approve or may offer suggestions to improve. March 15 is the deadline for final rewrite. Previous reports from this group have been great and strong. Big thanks from those who must review those. Large number of folks on the committee which is commendable as well. In reporting, try to report objectives and measure impact. Committee may have some suggestion and make sure that gets in line. Make notes if certain groups have subgroups/action items that make sense in reporting. 

Others - 
Matt and Jovana are in Rome at the FAO/WHO meeting. Valentina flight got canceled so only Byron is here from e-board for this meeting. … Challenge- people not signing up on NIMSS. Can’t ask you to report if not in NIMSS. About 115 on the listserv and only half on the NIMSS. Encourage you to tell colleagues to get officially recognized 

Other multistate group- food safety and engineering group- some overlap with this group particularly those in the low moisture. AMR multistate group has some overlap as well. Need to be intentional in the rewrite to spell out differences between these groups. 

Comments from group: Hatch is a black box. Many folks don’t understand their appointments, why some end up in different campuses. Not surprising that we don’t have representation from 1890s. Is there a video where we can communicate the benefits of being involved. Institution should be explaining why/how this works. There is a huge benefit to this group and help establish collaborations. Trying to make sense of this system is difficult. …

Takeaway from the above discussion: Clarity is needed for this program (Hatch). 

What is the best way to prevent double counting? This will be brought up some tomorrow as well during breakout…

Breakout 1: We all have similar problems and we love talking about it. Brainstorm a series of questions to answer individually and come up with ideas/things we are interested in. Series of questions. Thought about research/teaching/extension- What are you doing, what is successful, what would you do if you had all the time/money in the world. 
Extension- stakeholder groups, workshops you would love to offer, most successful workshop, most rewarding extension experience
Research- what m/o and foods do you work with, something not working on but would love to learn
Teaching- what are you teaching at your institution (food safety) and what needs to be taught



Day 2: 

Meeting started at 8:47. 
Goal of today is rewriting. 
Today, teams will work on three aspects of the rewrite- risk communication, risk management, and risk assessment. 
Rewrite will be on google document(s). Teams were broken down as follows.

Risk Assessment: Abhinav, Steve, Joy 
Communication: Maria, Robson, Cathy
Management: Andrea, Byron, Meijun


Rewrite was worked on for ~1.5 hours.  <team produced documents that resulted in a 6 page, single spaced, rewrite of the main body of the proposal>

Around 11:15 business meeting was conducted. Byron volunteered to host the next meeting in Nebraska. 

Meeting was adjourned at 12:30. 
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