MN FOOD SAFETY AND DEFENSE TASK FORCE
Meeting Minutes
January 15, 2019
Today’s meeting was held in Room B144, Orville L. Freeman Building, 625 Robert Street North St. Paul
Courtney Bidney called the meeting to order at 1:38 PM.
Members present included: Courtney Bidney, Alison Behling (for Ruth Petran), Chris Gindorff, Susan
Stokes, Lorrene (Lolly) Occhino, Joe Jurusik (for Susan Palchick), Benjamin Warren and Brent Kobielush.
Visitors present included: Mary Rosendahl, Deb Freedman, Jennifer van de Ligt, Neil Fredrickson, Jeff
Luedeman, Stacey Schwabenlander, Jan Kelly, Rima Kapadia, Cheryl Eia, Evie Severyn, Natasha Hedin,
Julia Selleys, Jane Jewett, Shaun Kennedy, David Read, Susan Bishop, Brad Stonefield, Linda Prail, Jay
Ellingson (via WebEx), and Purnendu Vasavada (via WebEx).
1. Dates and links
The next Food Safety and Defense Task Force (FSDTF) Meeting will be Tuesday, March 19, 2019,
Location: University of MN, St. Paul Campus, 1964 Fitch Avenue, St. Paul, MN, 55108, Ben Pomeroy
Center, Room 213, 1:30 pm – 4:30 pm.
•
•
•

University of Minnesota Extension and MDA Produce Safety Program sponsored grower
trainings:
http://www.mda.state.mn.us/food-feed/fsma-produce-safety-rule-grower-training-courses
Federal Registrar National Bioengineered Food Disclosure Standard:
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2018/12/21/2018-27283/nationalbioengineered-food-disclosure-standard
Office of the Revisor of Statues, Minnesota Food Code:
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/rules/4626/

2. The minutes from the November 15, 2018 meeting were approved.
3. Member and Visitor Updates:
Lolly Occhino (AURI): Lolly mentioned that the Acidified Foods Training for Entrepreneurs and Food
Processors has been scheduled for April 24-25, 2019. This two-day course will provide needed
certification to supervisors of thermally processed acidified food facilities. AURI worked along with U
of M Extension, and the MDA to coordinate the course which will be instructed by food science
subject matter experts.
Joe Jurusik (Hennepin County Environmental Health): Joe mentioned that they are working with
the new Food Code and currently onboarding some new positions.
Susan Stokes (Minnesota Department of Agriculture (MDA)): Susan announced that we have new
Commissioner of Agriculture, Thom Petersen. The Commissioner’s office is still working on
administration changes during this time of transition.
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Shaun Kennedy (FSI/U of M): Shaun announced that the new portal for avian influenza funded by a
research grant to create a nationwide system to improve disease preparedness will be released near
the end of the month by the Minnesota Board of Animal Health. This portal will provide support
and training during an outbreak. The plan is to take the Minnesota pilot and expand it nationwide.
Alison Behling (Ecolab): Alison is a principal regulatory specialist, specializing in toxicology and
North America food, drugs and cosmetics law and regulatory affairs for Ecolab. She is here on
behalf of Ruth Petran.
Jan Kelly (MDA): Jan mentioned that the Manufactured Food Program conducted strategic planning
this past fall for the program which they have been starting to implement. The program is also busy
conducting full scope PC inspections.
Ben Warren (Land O’ Lakes): Ben said they have been reviewing the National Bioengineered Food
Disclosure Standard and accessing what changes will need to be made within their systems.
Rima Kapadia (SuperValu): Rima said that they have been working on consolidating programs and
policies now that SuperValu has been purchased by United Natural Foods Incorporated (UNFI).
Jeff Luedeman (MDA): Jeff announced that Retail Food Program inspectors have been busy with
the roll out of the new Minnesota Food Code which was effective 1/1/19. The program has also
been busy training a couple of new inspectors.
Evie Severyn (Land O’ Lakes): Evie is a Senior Quality Manager & Global Capacity Development with
Land O’ Lakes. This is her first task force meeting.
Jane Jewett (Minnesota Institute for Sustainable Agriculture (MISA)): MISA was awarded a USDA
Sustainable Agriculture Research & Education Professional Development Program (SARE-PDP) to do
trainings on local food systems in every MN County. They have set a goal to get to all 87 Minnesota
counties by the end of summer 2020.
Stacey Schwabenlander (Minnesota Board of Animal Health): Stacey is a veterinarian with the
Minnesota Board of Animal Health. She is looking for opportunities to collaborate with other
attendees. This is her first task force meeting.
Cheryl Eia (MDA): Cheryl mentioned that the Dairy and Meat Inspection Division within the MDA is
currently seeing minimal effects of the government shutdown during their day to day activities.
Dave Reed (IFPTI): Dave mentioned they are working with Land O’ Lakes in Egypt on developing
their regulatory program.
Deb Freedman (Food Protection and Defense Institute (FPDI)): FPDI finished production on a food
defense awareness and training video in that will be available in fifteen different languages. If
interested in the videos feel free to contact Deb.
Brent Kobielush (Cargill): Brent mentioned that they have been busy working on FSMA, state and
international inspections.
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Neil Fredrickson (Cargill): Neil mentioned that Cargill is creating a food defense strategy that
addresses needs across the company.
Linda Prail (Minnesota Department of Health (MDH)): Linda mentioned that they are working on
more training on the new food code.
Jennifer van de Ligt (Integrated Food Systems Leadership Program and FPDI): Jennifer is the
director for the Integrated Food Systems Leadership Program and associate director for FPDI.
Chris Gindorff (Lund Food Holdings, Inc): Chris announced that they have hired a new regulatory
labeling specialist to prepare for next year with the updates to the nutrition facts panel on product
labels. Chris will also be providing a member update later today.
Courtney Bidney (General Mills): General Mills has reviewed the request for information (RFI) from
FDA use of the names of dairy foods in the labeling of plant based products. They are also reviewing
the National Bioengineered Food Disclosure Standard and planning to attend the National
Conference on Interstate Milk Shipments (NCIMS).
Jay Ellingson (Kwik Trip): Kwik Trip is revamping its monitoring program. They will be adding on fifty
plus stores in the future. They also have a new initiative to include chicken products in 2019.
Purnendu Vasavada (Professor Emeritus University of Wisconsin – River Falls, PCV & Associates,
LLC.): Has been busy with training and international travel for FSPCA.
Natasha Hedin (MDA): Mentioned that she has been working with inspection programs on
development of 2019 outreach plans and updates to the Task Force website. The Task Force website
now includes a Food Innovation Team Subcommittee page highlighting information about the group
and access to the standard operating procedures and related documents. Representatives from the
Food and Feed Safety Division (FFSD) within the MDA are planning on attending the Minnesota
Farmers Market Association and Cottage Food Producers Conference Jan 17 & 18th. The Produce
Safety Program is also busy putting on additional Grower Trainings (link provided above). The
program has hired Nick Roth as an Inspection Data Analyst. He started on Wednesday January 9,
2019, working out of the Northfield office. He will primarily be working on inspection program data
and education development.
4. USDA-FSIS Regulatory Update
This item was postponed due to the Federal Government Shutdown.
5. Flexible Funding Model Training Discussion Continued
Natasha Hedin shared a slide showing the training deliverables that were sent forth when applying
for funding under the Flexible Funding Model (FFM) grant for the Task Force. One of the
deliverables for grant year one was to host a training on the Intentional Adulteration (IA) Rule. Deb
Freedman with FPDI then presented a draft training agenda and brief overview on potential course
objectives. This training would focus on FSMA and the IA rule, serving as an introduction to the rule.
Participants would learn what the rule means for their particular facilities and how to incorporate
various pieces into their plan. Discussion was then had regarding whether or not to pursue hosting
an IA training. Some of the feedback and questions discussed included:
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•

•
•

•
•

Timing for offering the training – consensus around offering the training in March, if the
course filled fast the Task Force could look into offering it again in April in order to allow
enough time before the rule goes into effect this coming July.
What type of firms would the training target – FPDI has seen small, medium and large firms
interested in this course in the past.
Thoughts about adding food fraud into the training to potentially appeal to a larger group –
FPDI commented that food fraud is covered more under the PC rule and that they were
asked not to train on it during IA training. They would be more than happy to work with the
Task Force on offering a webinar focused on food fraud if there is interest. It was also
mentioned that International Association for Food Protection (IAFP) has five webinars on
food fraud that we could forward out to our participant list.
The Task Force has focused on FSMA training in the past. Moving forward it make sense for
the Task Force to pursue IA training from a FSMA perspective.
FPDI works closely with FDA to ensure their training is most representative of the current
guidance documents.

There was general consensus achieved to pursue the training as an intro high-level course. The
course would give participants the opportunity to form a community/network that as updates to the
rule become available participants would be able to ask questions and FPDI would communicate and
brief the group on changes as part of the training experience. This would ensure participants
understand the guidance and what may/may not have changed from the time of completing the
training to the rule going into effect.
A brief discussion was also had regarding offering training on the new Minnesota Food Code.
Members and participants mentioned that they are not encountering a lot of questions from
colleagues regarding additional training. However, it may be nice to have something readily
available that we could post to our website that individuals could access as needed. This would be
especially nice down the road a ways when companies are working with new employees. The MDA
Retail Food Program has a Power Point on the top twenty changes (more than 100 slides) that the
Task Force could use. However, the issue of accessibility was also mentioned if it were to be posted
to the Task Force website.
6. Member Update – Lund Food Holdings, Inc.
Chris Gindorff, provided a presentation on Lund Food Holdings Incorporated. His presentation slides
are attached. Courtney Bidney volunteered to provide the next member update at the March
meeting.
7. Open Meeting Law Overview
Chris McNulty, Data Practices Manager at the MDA, provided a presentation on the Open Meeting
Law. His presentation slides are attached. The Task Force will need to look into a couple
components of the law to fully comply.
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8. Food Innovation Team (FIT) Subcommittee Update
Jane Jewett, U of M, gave an update on the FIT team meeting held earlier today. This was the
group’s third meeting. The group reviewed its second official case and provided an update on the
draft recommendation report. There was discussion about Task Force members voting on the
recommendation report from the FIT subcommittee’s November, 2018 meeting (Jubilee Markets
and Peacemeals). There was concern voiced as to whether members are voting in agreement with
the recommendation report, or whether the FIT process was followed. It was discussed that the FIT
subcommittee is making a recommendation to the regulatory jurisdiction of the case and that the
recommendation doesn’t necessarily need to be followed/acted upon. The intention of having the
Task Force members vote on the report is to attest that the FIT subcommittee followed all of its
procedures accurately. However, due to concerns the Task Force will look into clarifying these
questions for voting members and follow up.
9. Agenda Items for Next Time
•
•
•
•

Courtney Bidney – member update spotlight
Updates from MDA and MDH – agencies may have a good idea of what policy initiatives are
going ahead with the legislative session
MDA – update regarding how the agency is approaching animal food PC rules
FSIS/USDA Update – Roberta Wagner
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Attachment 1
Upcoming Event Flyers and Additional Information

Food Defense Training
Objectives
1. Define and differentiate food protection, food safety, food defense, and food security
2. Illustrate how the complexity of the food system makes it vulnerable to nefarious acts at
any point in the supply chain
3. Understand food defense policy, regulatory requirements and implications of evolving food
law
4. Acquire knowledge to create, refine, and exercise a food defense plan, including risk
analysis and vulnerability assessment

Day 1
Intentional Adulteration in a Complex Global Food System
FSMA Intentional Adulteration Rule
FPDI Food Defense Risk Analysis Model
System-Level Risk: Context and Criticality
Food Defense Plans: Vulnerability Assessment

Day 2
Food Defense Plans: Risk Management and Mitigation Strategies
Food Defense Plans: Mitigation Strategies Management Components
Surveillance and Detection
Food Defense Preparedness Program
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Attachment 2
Member Update – Chris Gindorff, Lund Food Holdings Inc.

Minnesota Food Safety &
Defense Task Force
January 15, 2019

Lund Food Holdings, Inc. is a company filled with family
traditions and values that can be traced back three generations.
Its reputation of providing superior customer service and highquality products can be attributed to the standards set by its
founder, Russell T. Lund.

Our Company Vision
To be the predominant upscale provider
of food and services in every market of
choice.

Russell Lund

Russell “Tres”
Lund

27
Retail
Locations

Two Manufacturing
facilities:
Eden Prairie, MN

- Full Line Deli and Bakery
products

Lake Mills, IA

- Frozen Entrees, Soups and
Pies

One Produce Center*
Minneapolis, MN

Historically Speaking …
1939

2019

1938 the Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act
came out

2011 Food Safety Modernization Act came
out

Pathogenic bacteria are still being
discovered

Litigation settlement awards up to 6.1
million due to pathogenic foodborne illness

Buy local was the norm, not the trend

Globalization of world’s food supply (and
local)

Not everyone owned a phone or radio
and there were less than 4,000 TV’s in
the country

Over 84% U.S. households own a
computer, there is an average of 2.5 TV’s
in American homes, cyber attacks, security
and identity thefts occur daily, social media
and brand erosion are normal practice

Deaths … ?

Deaths … >3,000

What’s on Our Mind?
Ethical Sourcing
Sustainability

Employee Health & Wellness
Customer Experience & Satisfaction

Environmental Concerns
Social Awareness

Humane Handling & Animal Health

Innovation & Technology

Being a Good Neighbor and Serving our Community
Employee Engagement
Growth and Opportunities

Next Big Trend

“The ultimate responsibility for food safety at the retail level
lies with retail and food service operators and their ability
to develop and maintain effective food safety management
systems.”
FDA

Our Company Mission
Together we create sensational shopping experiences
for a lifetime.

And where do we start?

At the Farm of course!

New Store Design /
Updating Existing
Locations and
Equipment

Participation with
Academia &
Regulatory Partners

QUESTIONS?

Food Safety Reminder:

Wash Your Hands, Wash Your Produce, Wash Your Cart,
Wash Your Reusable Grocery Bags!
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Attachment 3
Open Meeting Law – Chris McNulty, MDA

Minnesota’s Open Meeting Law
Chris McNulty – MDA Data Practices Manager
January, 2019

Open Meeting Law
Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 13D
With limited exceptions, all meetings of public bodies must be open to
the public.
Minnesota Supreme Court stated three purposes:
• To prohibit actions taken at secret meetings
• To assure the public’s right to be informed
• To give the public an opportunity to present its views to the public body
• However, the law is generally silent on whether people can speak at a meeting

What is a “meeting” subject to the law?
• The “quorum” rule
• Moberg v. Independent School District No. 281, 336 N.W.2d 510 (Minn. 1983).

• Two parts to the rule
1. Quorum (majority) or more of full public body, or quorum of any of the
public body’s committees, subcommittees, etc. – and
2. Quorum (majority) discusses, decides, or receives information as a group
on issues relating to its official business

Gatherings not covered by the law
• Gatherings of less than a quorum of members
• Chance or social gatherings (banquets, parties, etc.)
• St. Cloud Newspapers v. District 742 Community Schools, 332
N.W.2d 1 (Minn. 1983).

• Trainings / Team Building
• Attorney General opinion 63a-5, Feb. 5, 1975
• Advisory Opinion 16-006

Serial meetings
• Meetings of groups of less than a quorum
• To avoid public hearings or reach agreement on an issue
• Might be a violation depending on specific circumstances
• Mankato Free Press v. City of N. Mankato, 563 NW 2d 291 (Minn. App. 1997)

Types of meetings
• Regularly scheduled meetings (Minn. Stat. § 13D.04, subd. 1)
• Special meetings (Minn. Stat. § 13D.04, subd. 2)
• Any meeting not on the regular schedule, or different from what’s listed
on regular schedule

• Emergency meetings (Minn. Stat. § 13D.04, subd. 3)
• Special meetings called because circumstances don’t allow for a 3-day
prior notice

Regular Meetings
• Schedule of regular
meetings
• On file at primary
offices, or
• Posted on website

Special meeting notice
• Three days before the meeting:
• Place notice on agency website or publish in State Register;
and
• Post written notice on “principal bulletin board” or usual
meeting room door.

• Notice must include date, time, place, and
meeting purpose
• (Minn. Stat. § 13D.04, subd. 2(a))

Emergency meeting notice
• Emergency is not defined – calling the meeting
is discretionary
• Example: dealing with the aftermath of a natural
disaster such as a tornado or flood

• Good faith effort to notify media who have
requested notice
• Posted or published notice not required

• Minutes required if matters not directly related
to the emergency are discussed

Closing meetings
• Meetings may be closed only if required or permitted by
law
• Statement on the record before closing a meeting
• Legal authority to close the meeting
• Describe what will be discussed

• Must be recorded, and retained for 3 years unless
otherwise specified
• No general “sensitive information exception” to close a
meeting

Meetings must be closed to discuss
(Minn. Stat. section 13D.05, subd. 2)

• Alleged victims or mandated
reporters of certain offenses
• Active criminal
investigations
• Private education data
• Law enforcement officer
misconduct

• Certain other not public data
• Medical records
• Preliminary consideration of
allegations or charges about
an individual subject to the
body’s authority

Meetings may be closed to discuss
(Minn. Stat. sections 13D.03 and 13D.05, subd. 3)

• Certain labor negotiations
• Performance evaluations of individuals subject to
the public body’s authority
• Certain property transactions
• Asking price for property
• Review of appraisals
• Offers or counteroffers for property

• Certain security matters

Meetings may be closed, con’t.
• Meetings may also be closed if:
• Required by another law (Minn. Stat. § 13D.05, subd. 2)
• Permitted by the attorney-client privilege (Minn. Stat. §
13D.05, subd. 3(b))

• Narrower application (balancing of considerations)
• Minneapolis Star and Tribune Co. v. H.R.A., 246 N.W.2d 448
(Minn. 1976).
• Prior Lake American v. Mader, 642 N.W.2d 729 (Minn.
2002).
• Advisory Opinion 14-017

Meetings by Telephone or Other Electronic
Means
Telephone or other electronic means
• Requirements:
• All members participating can hear and discuss all discussion and testimony from all locations
• Members of the public at regular meeting location can hear all discussion and all votes and participate in
testimony
• At least one member of the body is present at regular meeting location; and
• All votes conducted by roll call

• Additional Notice:
• 10 days prior on website
• Include regular meeting location
• That members may participate by phone/electronically
• How public may monitor remotely, and what (marginal) costs public must pay to do so
• (Minn. Stat. § 13D.015)

Meetings by Interactive TV
Interactive Television
• Requirements:
• All participating members can see and hear one another and see/hear all discussion and testimony
presented at any location
• Members of the public at regular meeting location can hear and see all discussion and testimony and
all votes of members
• At least one member of the body present at regular meeting location
• Each location at which a member participates must be open and accessible to the public

• Additional Notice:
• Include every location members will be participating from;
• How public may monitor remotely, and what (marginal) costs public must pay to do so

• (Minn. Stat. §13D.02)
• Skype: Advisory Opinion 13-009

Other considerations
• Journal of votes
• All votes must be recorded.
• Votes of individual members recorded on each appropriation of money, except payment of
judgments/claims.
• Journal made available to public during normal business hours

• Members’ printed materials
• Copy available to public
• Data Practices Act applies – redact if necessary

• Use of email
• Avoid discussions or votes

Open meetings & data practices
• Public bodies may discuss not public data in an open meeting
without liability when:
• The disclosure relates to a matter within the scope of the public
body’s authority and
• Is reasonably necessary to conduct the business or agenda item
before the body

• Data retain original classification
• However, a “record of the meeting” is public

• Correspondence with appointed officials – presumptively
public

Social media
• 13D.065 Use of social media
• A member may communicate with the public via social
media
• OML still applies
• Forum fully open to public

• Does not include email

Penalties
• Intentional violation (Minn. Stat. § 13D.06, subd. 1)
• Personal liability – $300 fine

• Three intentional violations (Minn. Stat. § 13D.06, subd. 3)
• Forfeit office

• Reasonable costs, disbursements, attorney fees (Minn. Stat. § 13D.06,
subd. 4)

• No reversal of public body actions taken while in violation of the law

Thank you!
Chris McNulty
chris.mcnulty@state.mn.us
651-201-6435

