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" .. . SUMMARY OF FINDINGS "
+- . Inspection_ of‘thls dalry plant was conducted under MIN-DO, FY ,2002 work-plans. S
) This 1nspectlon wag conducted in conjunction with .an IMS checkratlng conducted '
at this firm on the Grade A portion of the operation.. This firm manufacturers )
" . both Grade A and non-Grade. A dairy products. .The- Grade A product manufactured e
. at ‘this firm is 1nstantlzed non-fat dry milk. The non-Grade A products ' -
manufactured at this firm include cream, condensed sk1m milk, butterm1lk . :
", butter, non- fat dry milk, buttermllk powder, and agglomerated whey protein -
; concentrate. - - . _ . , . . "
' Previous 1nspect1on of the firm was conducted on" 3/21 22/01 and that -
1nspectlon was class1f1ed as NAI. ;
During thlS 1nspectlon I was accompanied by Joe D1ttr1ch ~Minnesota Department
of Agrlculture (MDA) S
e “IAt the onset of the 1nspectlon I displayed my credentlals ‘and issued a. notlce

- -of inspection to‘'Dallas V. Moe, General Manager.- 'Mr. Moe is the most o o
. Q responsible individual at the firm on a daily basis. Mr. Don Schreiber, Plant -
Superlntendent also joined us at the start of the inspection. Both Mr. Moe
*and Mr. Schreiber provided a majority of the information cdncerning the firm's
! .'operatlons Mr. Schrelber accompanled us during the: 1nspectlon
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. .

j'*;; “.Plainview Mllk Products is:'a cooperative w1th dairy producers as members. Mr.

g N * Moe, General Manager reports to- a board of directors made up of members of
T ’ -the cooperat1ve Mr. Moe, General Manager, stated that ‘he reports to the Lo .
. .president of the board a Mr. Marlin Timm, R.R. #1, Box 201, Plainview, MN. IR
. ) Accordlng to Mr. -Mode, : the secretary/treasurer of the ‘board is Lynn Jostock ’ LT
Lt ‘RIR. #4 Box 144, Millville, MN. ) P
c Post 1nspect10n correspondence should be sent to Dallas V Moe at the. plant}- 3 "'; e
} address. . . ) ) o

i+ .- As mentioned above, the firm manufactures one Grade A dairy producty and | .
.. 7 . several non-Grade A products..The check-rating, .which~covered the Grade A -
_products, revealed several violations of the Pasteurlzed Milk Ordinance.
These violations pertained to a separate rooms processing violation and -
;~d1srepa1r of a w1ndow screen in a process1ng room.

Based oncthese observatlons, the firm received a san1tat1on score of 95 that
requ1res no. further act1on under the .Grade A Interstate M11k Shippers program
In regard to the Non- Grade products manufactured at the flrm a number of

) observations perta1n1ng to the cream High. Temperature ‘Short Time "(HTST) T
. pasteurlzat1on unlt were observed. These 1ncluded : o : e

1. The flood level on the balance tank is above the bottom of the raw
- regeneratlon sectlon .

2. The end loops on the west s1de of the holdlng tube are sloped downward s

- 3. The d1vert l1ne is not sloped downward all of the way to. “the balance P o
: tank : . o

4. There is: no vacuum breaker on the cream pasteurlzer that is equlpped
with a raw milk to pasteurlzed m11k regeneration. sectlon

. All of these observatlons perta1n to 1mproper 1nstallat10n or de51gn of
equipment on the c¢ream HTST. These observations. were llsted on a FD 483
issued to,the.firm at the conc¢lusion of the inspéction.” The. FD 483 was issued
to Donald F"Schre1ber” Plant Super1ntendent at the conclus1on of the )
‘inspection. Mr. Schreiber was the most responsible individual present at the . .
‘plant at* the close of - the -inspection. When Mr. Schreiber was presented w1th : o




LN

not’ obtalned) to join the c¢losing discussion and review these observations.
After the items on the FD 483 were explained to the plant engineer,
.back into the plant and pointed out our observations.
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the FD 483, he asked the firm's plant englneer/malntenanoe individual (name ) o

we went "»
The firm had attempted

‘to correct the observatlon concerning the lack of a vacuum breaker but it-was:

noted that an" 1mproper .installation still existed for ‘this observation. No nﬁf
other recommendatlons were made and the inspection was concluded. - ¢
Investlgator/Reglonal Mllk Spec1allst
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION
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