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m  Featured flying cows
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m  Survey found sprouts likely contaminated with Cryptosporidium and Giardia. Simple risk assessment
initiated to demonstrate to public health officials that this might be a risk warranting further attention



IFT Risk Ranking

m The primary purpose of the model 1s to provide:
® Rapid, flexible tool

® Ranking the relative risk of chemical and microbial
hazards

® Food products regulated by the FDA



How 1s the model structured?

m Both by commodity and by hazard
® [Link hazard to commodity or commodity to hazard
m The entire food production system is divided into

several broadly defined sections, where prevalence and
concentration of the hazard can change

= Primary production
L] Processing
m Distribution and retail

®m Model is implemented on the web and in Analytica



Food production snapshot

Stage: Processing 0

If the concentration of hazard from the previous stage can change during this
stage, what is the likely change in concentration (log units/g)? These values are
on the log scale, and modify the current concentration prior to any newly
introduced concentration. Negative numbers reduce the concentation. Positive
numbers increase the concentration. 0 will leave the concentration unchanged.
Modifications or changes should apply to the batch, unit or lot.

Change in Concentration: Max Decrease Most Likely Change Min Decrease
Min Increase Max Increase

(Log Units/qg) [0 [ o

What is the likelihood for the introduction or addition of the hazard during this
stage, and to what extent is it controllable.

Hazard Can Be Introduced &~ Yes T No
Likelihood of Introduction |1E-5 *I

Controllability Efficacy [Very ~| Under development
Controllability Compliance |Mﬂderﬂtel‘f ~| Under development

If the hazard can be introduced, what is the likely change in concentration
(units/g). These values are not on the log scale, and are applied before any
change computed from the previous stage. The minimum value is 0. The default
value is 0. Modifications or changes should apply to the batch, unit or lot.




IFT FDA Overview




Strategies

m Bottom up
= RFF, FSRC

m Top down
m [FT/FDA

m Partial pathways

® Sprouts, Almonds

m Fxpert opinion or assumptions to plug data gaps
m Cider



Motivation

Nobody made a greater mistake than he who did nothing
because he could do only a little.
®m Edmund Burke

If people never did silly things, nothing intelligent would ever get
done.

m Ludwig Wittgenstein
All you need in this life is ighorance and confidence; then
success 1s sure.

= Mark Twain

A facility for quotation covers the absence of original thought.
® Dorothy L. Sayers
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