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Food Safety Regulatory Economics Working Group and International Social Science
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Organi: n Theme Presentation topic
Dr Jeffrey Shrader Innovation and new
3.1 Office of Information and Regulatory ~ approaches to cost benefit Guidelines for cost-benefit analysis across the government
Affairs analysis
Regulatory analysis and Benefit Cost Analysis on FSIS’s Testing Non-O157 STEC on All Raw Beef Products -
Dr Flora Tsui design/ This presentation covers the economic analysis of FSIS’s two-stage announcement that six non-0157
3.2 United States Department of Innovation and new Shiga toxin-producing E. coli (STEC)- 026, 045, 0103, 0111, 0121, and 0145 - are adulterants in raw
Agriculture approaches to cost benefit beef products. It employed a novice approach of incorporating the cost of outbreak-related recalls in the
analysis benefit-cost analysis.
Modelling of regulatory costs/  Price Premiums for U.S.-Origin Claims on Ground Beef -
Sarah Milchman Innovation and new This presentation will cover price premium estimates of U.S.-origin claims on ground beef products, using
3.3 United States Department of approaches to cost benefit data from Label Insight and IRI scanner data. Findings suggest marginal price premiums for products
: Agriculture P analysis / that are exclusively of U.S. origin (10 cents per pound) and for products that are from multiple countries
9 Impact on market structure of (U.S. plus other countries) (16 cents per pound). The detailed analysis was published to support the
regulatory decisions proposed rule, “Voluntary Labeling of FSIS-Regulated Products with U.S.-Origin Claims” in March 2023.
Cost Benefit Analysis of Deregulatory Actions —
Stephanie Despero This presentation will cover two deregulatory final rules: 1.) Elimination of the Requirement to Defibrinate
3.4 United States Department of Modelling of regulatory costs Livestock Blood Saved as an Edible Product, and 2.) Recission of the Condemnation of Poultry
Agriculture Carcasses Affected with Any Form of Avian Leukosis Complex. The presentation will examine how cost
savings were calculated in these final rules.
Modelling of regulatory costs/  Analyzing Consumers’ Value of Product of USA Labeling Claims — This presentation covers the nationally
Innovation and new representative consumer web-based survey/experiment for “Product of USA” labeling on meat (beef and
. N pork) products conducted by FSIS in July-August 2022. The survey addressed three research questions:
Andrew Pugliese approaches to cost benefit (1) Do consumers notice the “Product of USA” labeling claim? (2) Do consumers understand the current
3.5 United States Department of analysis/ p ” o a b ing ! .
Agrioulture Product of USA” definition and other “USDA” labeling (e.g., USDA Choice)? (3) How much are
9 Impact on market structure of consumers willing to pay for meat products bearing the “Product of USA” labeling for the current definition
P \atory decisi and potential revised definitions (e.g., born, raised, slaughtered, and processed in the U.S.)? The results
regulatory decisions of the survey informed the Agency’s review of the current "Product of USA" labeling policy.
Dr Joseph Njau, Dr Elizabeth Kim, Regulatory analysis and
3.6 and Dr Andrew Estrin d esgi n ry 4 Retrospective analysis of FDA’s egg safety rule
U.S. Food and Drug Administration 9
37 Dr Aliya Sassi Regulatory analysis and Estimating the benefits and costs of the traceability final rule, including health benefits and using expert
**U.S. Food and Drug Administration design elicitation on estimating benefits from overly broad recalls
Prof. Lisa Jack N . - .
3. University of Portsmouth Food crime Modelling and estimating the cost of food crime (CoFC)
Organisation Theme Presentation to
Dr Gregory Astill An Exposure Weighted Measure of Foodborne lliness Risk: We develop a foodborne illness risk ranking
3.1 United gStxes Department of Agriculture Foodborne disease that accounts for per capita consumption of the eight major animal product food categories and 26 fruit
P 9 and vegetable commodities.
Dr Gregory Astil What factors motivate fresh produce growers who sell in US markets to adopt food safety practices?
i i i ion? -
3.2 United States Department of Agriculture Foodborne disease ;\:Q:Itet:sarners hinder adoption? We report results from a 2023 survey of US and non-US produce
33 Dr Sandy Hoffmann Foodborne disease DCE survey development
- United States Department of Agriculture
Dr Sandy Hoffmann . . .
34 United States Department of Agriculture Foodborne disease US cost of foodborne illness estimates
Dr Mike Ollinger and Dr Kar Lim . . L . .
35 United States Department of Agriculture Foodborne disease Changes in Salmonella contamination of chicken slaughter products in the US from 2000 - 2021.
Benjamin Er . . . .
36 Foodborne disease Cost of illness study on foodborne diseases in Singapore

Singapore Food Agency
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