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Investigation on the Approach for Inspection to Key Food Enterprises in Huangpu District, Shanghai
LIN Min-hua, ZHENG Shu-song, QIU Yan-hong, WU Ying ( Institute of Shanghai Huangpu Food and Drug

Supervision, Shanghai 100010, China )
Abstract:
to key food enterprises in Huangpu District, Shanghai.

[ Objective | To study the effectiveness of implementation of the One File for Each Unit inspection approach
[ Methods | Among total 645 inspection subjects 115 key units were

selected by random stratified group sampling method. Food inspection frequency, rate of samples met standard requirement, rate

of administrative penalty, and rate of complains from customs were compared prior to and after implementation of the One File for

Each Unit. [ Results ] As the results of this study shown the rates of inspection and custom’s complain were not changed after

implementation of One File for Each Unit approach. Meanwhile, the rate of food met standard increased ( P < 0.05 ) and rate of

administrative penalty decreased significantly ( P < 0.05 ).

[ Conclusion | The implementation of the One File for Each Unit

approach in inspection plays a role in promoting the food hygiene in key food enterprises.

Key Words: food safety; inspection; food enterprise; one file for each unit
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Table 1 Comparison on the effectiveness of inspection on key food

enterprise with implementation of One File by Each Unit Approach
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