


EUROMODULE: Food Safety and Risk Assessment – Scientists and Consumers








Minutes of the Meeting held on Thursday, 7 and Friday, 8 November 2002 at Glasgow Caledonian University (GCU), Glasgow, Scotland.








Present: 	Bernard DELAHOUSSE (USTL, Lille); Didier LEGER (USTL, Lille); Catherine COURSIERES (Institut Limayrac de Toulouse); Maryse LAFFONT (Institut Limayrac de Toulouse); Geoff WALKER (Teesside); Maria  BABAJIMOPOULOS (TEI, Thessaloniki); Willem GERRITSEN (Hogeschool van Amsterdam); Inger ANDERSSON (Uppsala); Roger AHLGREN (UmeÂ); Kofi AIDOO (Glasgow Caledonian); John McGuire (Glasgow Caledonian) – attended part of the meeting.





The agenda for the meeting covered the following sub-heading Project Title; Project Summary; Duration of Project; Grant applied; Project partners (2002 –  2003 and 2003 –  2004); Work plan; Indicative content – units 1,2,3,4,5 and 6; proposed ECTS credits per Unit; Unit specification; Allocation of Units and Unit/Team Leaders.





Project partners for Year 1. 


These were confirmed as TEI – Thessaloniki (GR); USTL (FR); Limayrac (FR); Teesside (UK); Hogeschool Amsterdam (NL); Uppsala (SE); UmeÂ (SE); Glasgow Caledonian (UK).





Project partners for Year 2.  


These were reported as ALL partners for Year 1 plus 3 new partners {Arnhem-Nijmegen, (NL); Pamplona (ES) and Huddersfield (UK)}.





Grant application


GCU International Relations Manager, John McGuire, reported that the grant for year 1 of the project had been approved and that the application for year 2 including 3 new partners had been submitted. He urged all partners to send details of their institution and/or Department Bank account number for transfer of funds.





Allocation of Units and Unit/Team Leaders.


Unit 1 – Team Leader (AMS); supporting institutions – UPP, LIM, GCU


Unit 2 – Team Leader (UPP); supporting institutions – USTL, GCU, AMS


Unit 3 – Team Leader (TEI); supporting institutions – TEES, AMS. UME, LIM


Unit 4 – Team Leader (USTL); supporting institutions – TEES, GCU, TEI(?)


Unit 5 – Team Leader (LIM); supporting institutions – TEES, UPP, AMS


Unit 6 – Team Leader (TEES); supporting institutions – TEI, USTL, AMS, UME





It was agreed that partners should feel free to contribute to other Unit. For example, GCU is not one of the supporting institutions for  Unit 3 (above) but may wish to contribute to this Unit.





Role of Team Leader and deadlines


To co-ordinate and write Unit specification


To receive information/reports from supporting institutions


To set out learning outcomes in agreement with supporting institutions


To  set deadline for receiving information/reports


To  write the Unit and re-structure, if necessary, all information/reports received.


To arrange meetings on the UNIT with supporting institutions, if possible.


To  receive INTERIM reports from supporting institutions by 17 January 2003.


To  receive FINAL reports from supporting institutions by 7 March 2003.


To  send FINAL report to Co-ordinating institution by  14 March 2003





Role of Supporting Institution and deadlines


To contribute to writing the Units


To  ensure deadlines are met.


To participate in peer evaluation of the Unit (via process of negotiation).


To send interim reports to Team Leaders by 17 January 2003. 


To  send final reports to Team Leaders by  7 March 2003.





Role of Co-ordinating institution and deadlines


To co-ordinate all the activities and write interim and final reports.


To contribute to writing of  Units


To receive interim report from Team Leaders by 31 January 2003


To co-ordinate the FINAL report and distribute to all partners by 21 March 2003.








Some thoughts considered for each Unit


Please find below some ideas that came up during brainstorming which may be helpful in the development of the Module.  





Unit 1 – Willem (AMS) noted that a document from Brussels (Barometer 49, 1998; CIAA, 2002) might be useful. Discussions included, amongst others, 	


•	Definition of food safety


•	Consumer perception





Unit 2 – UPP. 	Discussions included, amongst others,


•	Cultural differences and attitudes in terms of food labelling,


•	Public perception


•	National organisations may operate differently from different Member States


•	Involvement of an institution in Germany, at a later stage, might be useful





Unit 3 – TEI. Discussions included, amongst others,


•	Organisation in each Member State – how information is passed on to consumers


•	Who is responsible for passing such information


•	Table to show all Members States.





Unit 4 – Didier (USTL) gave a presentation on this Unit. All the contents were considered to be very relevant and should be included. However it was felt that in addition to chemicals, the Unit should also cover microbiological and physical aspects in order to reflect fully on  the theme “Food Safety”.





Unit 5 – LIM. Discussions included, amongst others,


•	Looking at perceived and real risks


•	Methods of information


•	Developing methods in risk assessment – about real risks


•	Distinguishing between hazard and risk





Unit 6 – TEES. 


•	Legislation in each Members State.


•	How it is transmitted to relevant bodies and public at large.








New partners for 2003-2004


It was agreed at the meeting that Co-ordinating institution should 


•	invite the new partners to contribute to the development of the module.


•	ask them to start looking for materials/information


That Pamplona in particular should contribute to all Units, bringing Spanish dimension.





Date and place for the next meeting


9 –11 April, 2003 in Thessaloniki, Greece.





The proceedings of the 2-day meeting was documented on a CD-Rom and distributed to partners at the end of the meeting.





Any other competent business


It was announced that there will be a  Food Product Development meeting in Nijmegen on 13 and 14 February 2003.




















Minutes taken by  K. Aidoo


Glasgow Caledonian University


