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	Title
	Explain evaluation and evaluate a risk management programme under the Animal Products Act 1999

	Level
	6
	Credits
	15


	Purpose
	This unit standard is for people wishing to be recognised as evaluators under the Animal Products Act 1999.
People credited with this unit standard are able to: explain procedures for recognition of evaluators of risk management programmes (RMPs); conduct an evaluation of an RMP that is ready for initial registration; and write an evaluation report for an RMP.


	Classification
	Public Sector Services > Public Sector Compliance Management


	Available grade
	Achieved


	Entry information

	Critical health and safety prerequisites
	Unit 19515, Explain risk management programmes under the Animal Products Act 1999, or demonstrate equivalent knowledge and skills.


Explanatory notes

1
Legislation refers to the Animal Products Act 1999 (the Act), the Animal Products (Ancillary and Transitional Provisions) Act 1999, the Food Act 1981, and their subordinate regulations, orders, and notices.  Copies of this legislation can be found on the New Zealand Food Safety Authority (NZFSA) website: http://www.nzfsa.govt.nz under Industry/Animal products/Legislation.

2
Guidelines include (MAF Food Assurance Authority, Wellington,) Evaluators' Manual for Risk Management Programmes, (16 March 2001), the (NZ Food Safety Authority, Wellington,) Risk Management Programme Manual, (June 2004) and subsequent amendments available at http://www.nzfsa.govt.nz/ under Industry/Animal products/Publications.
3
Definitions

Confirmation of validity – the process by which an operator confirms that a risk management programme (RMP) is complete, and meets the requirements of the Act and any relevant animal product regulations and specifications; that the premises and equipment are ready to operate; and that the RMP, when implemented, will consistently produce animal material that is suitable for processing or animal product that is fit for intended purpose.
Desktop review refers to the review of RMP documentation that is generally carried out prior to the on-site assessment.

Director-General is the Director-General of the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry.

Duties refers to the duties of recognised persons as required in section 107 of the Animal Products Act 1999.

Evaluation – the assessment of validity of an RMP by a recognised evaluator for the purposes of providing an independent evaluation report that will accompany an application for registration, as required under section 20(2)(b) of the Act.

Operator – in relation to an animal product business, means the owner or other person in control of the business.
Recognised evaluator – a person recognised under section 101(3) of the Animal Products Act 1999 to provide the independent evaluation of RMPs.

RMP – risk management programme, a programme as defined by the Animal Products Act 1999, designed to both identify and control, manage and eliminate or minimise hazards and other risk factors in relation to the production and processing of animal material and animal product in order to ensure that the resulting animal product is fit for intended purpose.
RMP outline – the minimum documentation required to be submitted to the Director-General with an application for registration of an RMP and includes those matters required by section 17(1) of the Animal Products Act 1999.  Also, refer to clause 21 of the Animal Products (Risk Management Programme Specifications) Notice 2003.
Significant amendment – in relation to an RMP, means any change, event or other matter that (a) means that the RMP is no longer appropriate, or will no longer be appropriate to the animal material or product, processes, or premises or place covered by the RMP, or, (b) otherwise impacts, or will impact, on the fitness for intended purpose of the animal product concerned or the content of the RMP.  A significant amendment must be registered under the Animal Products Act 1999, wherever possible, prior to implementation.

Technical experts refers to people with specific expertise who may be used by an evaluator during the evaluation of an RMP.
Outcomes and evidence requirements
Outcome 1

Explain procedures for recognition of evaluators of RMPs.

Evidence requirements

1.1
The explanation includes the reasons for evaluator recognition in terms of the relevant legislation and guidelines.

1.2
The explanation includes the criteria that must be met for evaluator recognition, the application process, and the duties that apply to recognised persons under the Act.
1.3
The explanation includes the criteria for the use and selection of technical experts during evaluation of an RMP.

Outcome 2

Conduct an evaluation of an RMP that is ready for initial registration.

Evidence requirements

2.1
A desktop review of the RMP is carried out to confirm that it meets legislative requirements and is appropriate to the animal material and/or animal product.

2.2
An on-site visit is conducted to confirm the appropriateness of the RMP and the premises and operations to which it applies.

Range
must include but is not limited to – premises and operations meet relevant legislative requirements, the RMP reflects the operations, the RMP operator’s ability to meet legislative requirements.

2.3
Any confirmation of validity of the RMP conducted by the operator is reviewed to confirm that the RMP is effective, and where this is incomplete, the validation protocol is reviewed for acceptability.

2.4
Feedback is provided to the operator, consistent with the duties of a recognised evaluator.

2.5
The finalised RMP, and any RMP outline, are reviewed to confirm that they meet legislative requirements and that the RMP outline accurately reflects the RMP.

2.6
The RMP or RMP outline is endorsed, in accordance with relevant legislation and guidelines.

Outcome 3

Write an evaluation report for an RMP.

Evidence requirements

3.1
The report includes all information required by the relevant legislation and is in a format acceptable to the Director-General.  

3.2
The report accurately reflects the evaluation outcome and provides a concise description of the RMP and evaluation process.

Range
outcome – one of: (a) confirmation of validity of the RMP is complete, registration is recommended, with or without conditions; (b) confirmation of validity of the RMP is incomplete, validation protocol is acceptable and registration is recommended with conditions.

3.3
The report is endorsed in accordance with relevant legislative requirements.

3.4
The report is provided to the RMP operator within an agreed timeframe.

3.5
For incompletely confirmed RMPs registered with conditions, the status of the confirmation of validity is reviewed within an agreed timeframe.

3.6
The report is amended and endorsed in accordance with relevant legislative requirements.

3.7
The amended report accurately reflects the outcome of the review of the confirmation of validity, and recommends changes to relevant conditions of registration.
3.8
The amended report is provided to the RMP operator within an agreed time frame.

This unit standard is expiring.  Assessment against the standard must take place by the last date for assessment set out below.
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This AMAP can be accessed at http://www.nzqa.govt.nz/framework/search/index.do.

Please note
Providers must be granted consent to assess against standards (accredited) by NZQA, or an inter-institutional body with delegated authority for quality assurance, before they can report credits from assessment against unit standards or deliver courses of study leading to that assessment.

Industry Training Organisations must be granted consent to assess against standards by NZQA before they can register credits from assessment against unit standards.

Providers and Industry Training Organisations, which have been granted consent and which are assessing against unit standards must engage with the moderation system that applies to those standards.

Consent requirements and an outline of the moderation system that applies to this standard are outlined in the Accreditation and Moderation Action Plan (AMAP).  The AMAP also includes useful information about special requirements for organisations wishing to develop education and training programmes, such as minimum qualifications for tutors and assessors, and special resource requirements.
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