General Reguirements

neet

afitizing

LPage & Linc s Question
Page 17, GR 01 GR 01 GR 01 - Is a written Leafy Greens Compliance Plan which specifically addresses the Best Practices of the LGMA available for review?
Lines 97-99  IGR 02 GR 02 GR 02 - Does it specifically address best practices for water, soil amendments, environmental factors, work practices, and field sanitation?
Page 17, Line 10§GR 03 GR 03 GR 03 - Is an up to date producers list with contact and location information available for review?
GR 04 GR 04 GR 04 - Does the Shipper have a traceability process?
GR 04 GR 04 GR 04a - Does it enable identification of immediate non-transporter source?
GR 04 GR 04 GR 04b - Does it enable identification of immediate non-transporter subsequent recipient?
Page 17, GR 05 GR 05 GR 05 - Has the Shipper designated someone to implement and oversee the food safety program?
Lines 104-106 GR 05 GR 05 GR 05a - Is the name of the individual available?
gR ooy GRoo) GROSH_ 1247 contactinformation for ihe individual available?
Records
RE 01 RE 01 RE 01 — Were all records required by the Leafy Greens Compliance Plan readily available and accessible for inspection during the audit? (e.g. Logs, Checklist, Spreadsheets, etc.)
Do they include (as applicable):
Page 17, RE 01a RE 01 RE 01a — farm name and location
Lines 110-117 RE 01b RE 01 RE 01b — actual values and observations obtained during monitoring
RE 01c RE 01 RE 01c — an adequate description of the leafy green product
RE 01d RE 01 RE 01d — growing area location (i.e. production location including block and/or lot)
RE O1e RE 01 RE 01e — date and time of the activity being documented
Page 17, Line 11§RE 02 RE 02 RE 02 — Do records indicate they were created at the time the activity was performed?
Page 18,
Lines 121122 RE 03 RE 03 RE 03 — Were the records signed and dated by the person performing the documented activity?
pave tne 1oliowing recorg peen re cewed ganea anda aated p d Rer QL O esSporl RIC
RE 03
RE 03
RE 03
RE 03
Pﬁe 18, Line 134RE 04 R_E 04 REM — Do SOPs reguire documentation and records to be keet for 2 xears?
Personnel Qualifications and Training
Page 18, Lines PE 01 —Be-traini de-irdicate-all—Did personnel receive training at hire and at least annually thereafter?
153-154 PE 01 PE 01 M )
Does the training provided to all personnel who work with leafy greens or supervise those who do include:
Page 19, PE 01a PE 01 PE 01a — the principles of food hygiene and safety, including recognition of employee health conditions for illness?
PE 01 aining and education on infectious illnesses that can be asymptomatic (e.g osporiasis, hepatitis, salmonellosis, norovirus)
Lines 161-170
PE 01b PE 01 PE 01b — the importance of health and personal hygiene?
PE 01c PE 01 PE 01c — the standards established in these best practices that are applicable to the employee’s job responsibilities?
PE 01d Do all harvest personnel receive additional training in:
Page 19, PE O1e PE 01 PE 01d — recognizing leafy greens that may be contaminated and therefore not be harvested@his includes the potential of cut product to contact the ground/sail.)
Lines 171-180 JPE 01f PE 01 PE 01e — inspecting product containers, harvest equipment, and packaging materials to ensure they are working properly and do not pose a product contamination risk?
PE 01g PE 01 PE 01f-— how to correct problems with product containers, harvest equipment, and packaging materials or report problems to supervisors?
PE 02 PE 02 PE 02 - Has a food safety professional / representative for each farm completed the Produce Safety Alliance, "Grower Training" or a standard curriculum recognized by the FDA?
Page 19,  IpE 02a PE 02 PE 02a — Grower
Lines 181-183 PE 02b PE 02 PE 02b — Harvester
PE 02c PE 02 PE 02¢ — Cooler/Holder
PE 03 PE 03 PE 03 — Are there records of training events that include the training date, topics covered, and trainee’s name ?
Page 19, De-thereserdsinehider
Lines 184-186 JPE 03a RE-83a—Hraining-dato—top e-afe-trainee- ?
PE 03b PE-03—Superdserssignatreindicaiag d-reu ek Az k?

AZ LGMA Checklist - Metrics V13 - Approved 11-2-20.xIsx



Environmental Assessments

lbre-Season Assessment
QLD N=ES Anizmal Activiy
Page 20, EA 01 EA 01 EA 01 - Did the assessment indicate that the production area was free from evidence of animal intrusion or the potential risk of intrusion?
Lines 199-201 If EA 01 is answered "NO" then EA 02 - EA 04 will drop down.
EA 02 EA 02 EA 02 - Was the animal hazard or potential risk of intrusion assessed by Food Safety professional?
EA 03 EA 03 EA 03 - Was the animal hazard or potential risk of intrusion assessed as a "Low Hazard"?
EA 03a EA 03, EA 03a - If "YES" were corrective actions carried out according to company SOP?
Pages 75-76, JEA 04 EA 04 EA 04 - Was the animal hazard or potential risk of intrusion assessed as a "Medium/High Hazard"?
Table 6 EA 04a EA 044 EA 04a - If "YES" were corrective actions formulated?
EA 04b EA-O4—NHA-
EA 04c EA 044 EA 04c - If "YES" is documentation available to show that actions were implemented?
EL0% EAOA__EAQadIYES" are vou periodicallv moniioring the cffectivencss of anvcorgelive ¢iions?
Adjacent Land Use
EA 05 EA 05 EA 05 - Was the adjacent land area free from compost operations within 400' of the crop edge?
EA 05a EA 054 EA 05a - If "NO" are there mitigation measures, topographical or climate features that indicate that the 400' recommendation should be modified?
EA 05b EA 05| EA 05b - If "NO" are mitigation measures in place and documented?
EA 06 Jsthe adiacentland area free from concentrated animal feeding operations (CAFQI2.
EA 06 EA 07 EA 06 - Was the adjacent land area free from concentrated animal feeding operations (CAFO) with more than 1000 head/animals within 1200' of the crop edge?
EA 06a EA 07 EA 06a - If "NO" are there mitigation measures, topographical or climate features that indicate that the 1200' recommendation shouldfigeased ormodified?
EA 06b EA 07 EA 06b - If "NO" are mitigation measures in place and documented?
EAO6C EAD6 Did-tk = CRT=V= t3 el that il OAERO that 1T = YRISY = <k di 1 di j’_)
EA 07 "NO" j - i 2
Did i he following:
EA07c (1 Information on the CAFO's Best Management Practices?
EA07¢c (2 Number of animals within the CAFQ?
Pages 75-76, EA07c (3 Water source and distrioution svstem for the production locgtion proximaie to the CAFQ? (2.0, AQoSNdix A)
Table 6 EA 07 EA 08 EA 07 - Is the adjacent land area free from non-synthetic soil amendments stored within 400’ of the edge of the crop?
EA 07a EA 08 EA 07a - If "NO" has the non-synthetic crop treatment been treated using a validated process and no closer than 30' from the edge of the crop?
EA 07b EA 081 EA 07b - If "NO" are there mitigation measures or topographical features that indicate that the 400' recommendation should be modified?
EA 07¢c EA 08 EA 07c - If "NO" are mitigation measures in place and documented?
EA 08 EA 09 EA 08 - Is the adjacent land area free from grazing lands/domestic animals within 30' from the edge of the crop?
EA 08a EA 09 EA 08a - If "NO" are there topographical or climate features that indicate that 30' recommendation should be modified?
EA 08b EA 094 EA 08b - If "NO" are mitigation measures in place and documented?
EA 09 EA 10 EA 09 - Is the adjacent land area free from any septic leach fields (home or other building) within 30' of the edge of the crop?
EA 09a EA 10 EA 09a - If "NO" are there mitigation measures, topographical or climate features that indicate that 30' should be modifggatiis too short of a distance?
EA 09b EA 10| EA 09b - If "NO" are mitigation measures in place and documented?
EA 10 EA 11 EA 10 - Are all well heads at least 200’ from untreated manure?
EA 10a EA 11a EA 10a - If "NO" are there topographical or climate features that indicate that 200' is too shogf a distance?
SA100 SALLD SA100 I NO” are mitigation measures.in place and documented?
Adigcentland Use
Pages 75-76, L i . ) )
Table & EA 12 EA 11 - Does documentation justify the buffer zone distance for all surface water sources on the ranch and their separation from untreated manure (raw manure and partially composted manure) as follows?
EA 12 EA 11a - 100’ for sandy soil with a slope <6%
EA 12 EA 11b - 200’ for loamy or clay soil with a slope <6%
EAL2 EALLC. 300 forall glopes >6%
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Paae 20. EA 13 EA 12 - Is the adjacent land free from uses or conditions that pose a food safety risk to crops?
EA 13, EA 12a - If "NO" has a risk assessment been conducted to evaluate the risk?
EA 13 EA 12b - If "NO" hgve corrective measures been put in Elace and document_ed?
ory
Page 20, EA 13 EA 14 EA 13 - Are production blocks free from all of the following:
Lines 231-23 JEA 13a EA 14, EA 13a - History of flooding within the last 60 days
Pages 75-76,TabMEA 13b EA 14 EA 13b - History of grazing on the crop land within the last-year
Page 20, EA 13c EA 14 EA 13c - History of hazardous activity including but not limited to CAFO, municipal waste, toxic waste, landfill, etc.?
i EA 1433 - EA 142c if anv of these are answered
Lines 227-230 EA 13c (1) EA 14c (1 EA 13c (1) - Were specific actions implemented and documented to mitigate the issue(s)?
Pre-Harvest Assessment
EA 14 EA 15 EA 14 - Was a Pre-Harvest Assessment conducted within 7 days for each harvested lot?
Page 19 Did the assessment address the following:
. 9 ! EA 14a EA 15 EA 14a - Intrusion by animals
Lines 193-197; REA 14p EA 15 EA 14b - Flooding
Page 20, EA 14c EA 15 EA 14c - Potential contamination materials
Lines 198-233 JEA 14d EA 15 EA 14d - Condition of water source and distribution system
EA 14e EA 15 EA 14e - Unexpected adjacent land activity that will pose a risk to food safety
EA 14f EA 150 EA 14f - Worker hygiene and sanitary facilities
EA 15 i itori i iti nidx F)
EA 15|
EA 15 EA16 EA 15 - Did the 1t indicate that the production area was free from evidence of animal intrusion or the potential risk of intrusion?
Page 74, EA 15a EA 16 EA 15a - Was the animal hazard or potential risk of intrusion assessed by food safety professional or food safety personnel?
Decision Tree JEA 15b EA 164 EA 15b - Was the animal hazard or potential risk of intrusion assessed as a "Low Hazard"?
Pages 75-76, JEA 15¢ EA 16 EA 15c - If "YES" were corrective actions carried out according to company SOP?
Table 6 EA 15d EA 16 EA 15d - Was the animal hazard or potential risk of intrusion assessed as a "Medium/High Hazard"?
EA 15e EA 16 EA 15e - If "YES" were corrective actions carried out per the LGMA requirements?
EALSt Eaiel  EAIRLIVES S documeniation available fo Show ihal aclions werg implemeniod?

EA 16 - If pre-harvest ranch assessment indicates that flooding has occurred are the following addressed:
EA 16a - Do the records indicate that no fields were flooded at any time during the crop cycle?

Page 69 EA 17 EA 16b - If production blocks were flooded is there documentation to indicate the extent gife flooding and the area ofhe crop impacted?
) ! EA 17 EA 16c - Was the product left un-harvested?
Table 5 EA 17 EA 16d - If product was harvested, was a 30' (min) "no harvest" buffer from the high water mark established?
EAlGe EAlZd EAl6c. Arelhese emedial aciiviies documenicd?
Ani et
EBAAZ leth h ¢ 1ot £ £ 1L ) $h 4 £ 09 $ia] £ vy 2 of h 1 Y AND tha £ ol ot ot £ £L < $ 1 - kL o
EA 17
EA 18
Page 72, I EA 187 is answered "NO" then EA 1 87a - EA 187h will droo down
Lines 993-999 |EA 17a EA 18 EA 17a - Was a food safety assessment completed?
Pages 77-80, EA 17b EA 18 EA 17b - Is the individual who conducted the assessment identified?
EA17c EA 18 EA 17c - Is the date of the assessment documented?
Table 7 Yen 174 EA18d  EA 17d - Were remedial actions formulated?
EA 17e EA 18 EA 17e - Was the field harvested?
EA 17f EA 18 EA 17f - Is there documentation to show the remedial actions were followed?
EA 17g EA 18 EA 17g - Did the remedial action include creation of "no harvest" buffer or separation zones around the potentially contaminated area(s)?
EALZD Eagal  EAI70.Isdocumentation which fulv delineates ihe potential contamination available for review?
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EA 18

EA 18a

Rage20—YEA 19

EA1S

EA-48

Did-th & iocio g0 ol . ; Lh it Lh o) ind—trailf H i n Lh to) dusing b
G }

oD

EA19

EA19:
EA19I
EA19
EA19

EA104

I A T g g T ) P $-
EA-Sa—t-NO —chicth indica ible- " thy " ke i tal £ tarRi " Setiont i Lo CARO—e hobby-f "
g L L4 P P g 1 e g
EA-10—Did-th t—indicate-th diseh te-§ i tal £ ination-i-e~CAEO—¢ hebby-§: - M toel +facilit the
) tHer Y5 Y P Y

If the preseason assessment indicates the production area had a changes in weather condition or weather events during the production period are the following addressed:

Potential impact on the crop or operations?

If the crop or operations were impacted were corrective actions carried out according to Company SOP?

Are there environmental sources of contamination (i.e. CAFO, dairy, hobby farm and manure or livestock compost facility) proximate the production location?

If there are environmental sources of contamination proxmate the productlon location was the production area evaluated for any discharge events or other potential impact on the crop or operations?
ompany SOP?

Water Use
General Aﬂricul!ural Water Managemen!
WU O'I WILLOA L & i 14 L £ ¥ vy el .I“. ( (19 =) ot ) el 'H nll. ( ) £ 4 i H® rH ¥ Xy ( ) dablaf H ’)
pege'gx_wuo1a Wil O4a D, thod iption- thor o iation)-identify-p 4 ob g o fist IR bo-l tod-inthe-field?
Linee-280-264 WU 01b WALO46 D, 1k v( thor d H dontifutho-fh CXTN i ¥ 1 ( AIV ek blocke-that b CENVETY i {S)"
Pages 21-23, WU 02 WU 01 - vd
Lines 270-334 wu o1
(Hazard Analysis;
WU 01a (4
Step 1) WU Q1o (2
Page 21, Lines
WU 01a (3
265-266
Wu02a WU 01 WU 02a - Was the system, including water source, water storage and water conveyance, evaluated to determined the system type(s) (Type A or Type B)?
Page 23-24,
Lines 335-361 JWU02b WU 01 WU 02b - Has the operation established how and when water will be suitably applied for specific uggs
!Hazard Analysis;
Page 21, Lines Wu03 AALL03— A ££]. i 4 that PRGN L 4 tod-f et & 3 2
265-266 ’ ’ ” - ’ .
Managing Storage and Conveyance System: raation Water Treatment),
Page 26,
. WU 04 Wu 02 WU 04 - Has an SOP been created for maintenance of ancillary equipment, water storage and conveyance?
LLincs 408400
Does the SOP include the following:
WU 04a WU 02 WU 04a - Regularly scheduled visual inspections to ensure that it is in good working order and does not pose a contamination risk to the water system?
Page 26, WU 04b WU 02 WU 04b - Does the SOP include maintaining water quality by removal of debris, weeds, algae, tule, trash, and sediment within the producer's control?
Lines 410-423 JwU 04c WU 02 WU 04c - Controls for pest access in place and corrective actions outlined if pest infestation occurs?
WU 04d WU 02 WU 04d- Controls identified for the prevention of run-off into water storage and conveyance systems?
WU 04e WU 02 WU 04e - Procedures to ensure standing water does not pose a contamination in place?
WU 04f WU 02
Page 26, WU 04g WU 02 WU 04g - Practices to ensure water used in aerial applications within the 21 days-to-scheduled harvest are Type A or B->A water systems?
Lines 424-428 WUO04g (1) WU 02g (1 WU 04g (1) - Holding tanks, equment mounted appllcatlon tanks manlfolds boom lines and nozzles are properly maintained and cleaned?
WU049 (2) WU 029 (2 WU 049 (2) - \Wa !
Page 26, WU04h WU 02 Wwu O4h Establish corrective action procedures for non- compllance scenarios (e g. contamlnated source water, animal intrusion, contaminated run-off, flooding)?

L0

ater Quality)?
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ddf

WU 04

WU 04
WU 04
WU 04

WU 04

WU 05

WU 05

WU 05l
WU 05
WU 05
WU 05
WU 05
WU 05
WU 05l
WU O

Water Use (continued)

WU 07
WU 07a (1

WU 07a (2]

Wu 07

WU 07b (1

WU 07b (2]
WU 07b (3]

WU 07b (4

WU 07
WU 07¢ (1

WU 07¢ (2
WU 07¢ (3

WU 07c (4

WU 07¢ (5
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Irigation Wat
Pages 28-29,

WU 05 WU 08
Table 2A/Figure
(Irrigation Water
from TYPEB JWU 05a WU 08,
Agricultural Wate WU 05b wu osi
Pages 44-46, JWU 05¢c WU 08
Table 2E/Figure WU 05d WU 08
(Irrigation Water
from TYPE B Jwy 054 (1) WU 08d (1
Agricultural Wate} wu 05d (2) WU 08d (2
SzStemS intended\wy 05d (3) WU 08d (3]

lcultural Water (before and after 21.Davs fo scheduled harvest)

WU 05 - Was a source water test conducted, for each source of water, within 60 days of first use?

Note: Reclaimed water sample results and analysis provided by the water district or provider may be utilized as records of water source testing for verification and validation audits.
WU 05a - Are records available to demonstrate that water samples have been collected from each water distribution system on a monthly hagisat the next irrigation event if greater than monthl®
WU 05b - Do records show that the water samples are taken no less than 18 hours apart?

WU 05c - Is the geometric mean less than or equal to 126 MPN/100 mL?

WU 05d - Are all individual samples less than or equal to 235MPN/100 mL for overhead application/irrigation 21 days prior to scheduled harvest or 576 MPN/100m ml for any type of water application, except overhead?
WU 85c or WU 85d answered "NO" then WU 85d (1) - WU 85d (8) will drop down
WU 05d (1) - Was the water distribution system use discontinued after the tests indicated the water source failed to meet the minimum water quality requirements?
WU 05d (2) - Was an agricultural water assessmentcompleted on the water source and distribution system for possible contamination?
WU020 Q) Do records show thatconective actions werg iaken to glimingie the contamination Sources?

Water Use (continued)

Irrigation Water from TYPE B Agri

icultural Water (before and after 21 Days to scheduled harvest)

Pages 44-46 WU 05d (4) WU 08d (4
Tablé 2E/Figure WU 05d (5) WU 08d (5] WU 05d (5) - Did the five samples meet the acceptance criteria - average less than 126 MPN/100 mL (based on rolling geometric mean=5) and all individual samples less than or equal to 235MPN/100 mL for overhead
WU 05d (6) WU 08d (6 WU 024 (6) Do records show the water svstem was notused while the water guality was inadequate?
WU 05d (7) WU 08d (7 WU 05d (7) - If water exceeding the acceptance criteria has been used for crop production was product sampled from all affected lots for STEC, including E coli O157:H7, and Salmonella, after the last irrigation and prior to
harvest?
Pages 28-29, twu 05d (8) Wy 08d (8 WU 05d (8) - If "NO" or fhe te
Table 2A WU 06 WU 09
Wu 07
WU 08 WU 10
Irrigation Water from TYPE A Agriculture Water Systems Sourced from Public or Private Providers
[Page S0, 1aD1e
. Wu 09 Wwu 11 WU 09 - Is the TYPE A Irrigation water sourced from a public or private providers?
(A1. Baseline
Microbial Wu 10 WU 12 WU 10 - Was the public or private provider's most current COA available for review (e.g. may be provided by municipalities. irrigation districts. or other water providers) ?
WU 11 WU 13 WU 11- Was an jnitial microbial water guality assessment performed at least one-time seasonally for each system (before the 21 day to-scheduled-harvest-period begins)?
WU 11a Wu 13 WU 11a - Were three 100 mL samples taken during one irrigation event for the initial microbial water quality assessmeumid at least onetaken from the end of the delivery system?
Pages 30-31, WU 011b- Did sampling meet the acceptance criteria - three 100 mL sampléi defdelivory temwith non-detectable generic E. coli in two of the three 100 mL samples, and the remaining sample no greater than 10 MPN
] WU 11b WU 13
Table 2B/Figure 100 ml ?
2A WU 11b If “NO™ -
iti WU 11b (1 WU 13b (1 WU 11b (1) - Was an agricultural water assessment and root cause analysis performed prior to the next irrigation event?
(A2. Initial
Microbial Water | WU 110 2) WU 13b (2] WU 11b (2) - Was follow-up testing conducted (five 100 mL samples during the next irrigation event)?
Qualit WU 11b (3) WU 13b (3] WU 11b (3) - Did the five samples meet follow-up testing acceptance criterion - four must have no detectable generic E. coli and the one remaining sample must have levels not greater than 10 MPN/100 mL?
A ! B MCRACION S TERLTE WU b () ICNO-was the agricuural waler svstem disqualiied for Tvpe A usage?
ssessment an WU 12 Wu 14 WU 12- If a material change was made to a system was another initial microbial water quality assessment conducted?
Follow-up Testing
WU 12a Wu 14 WU 12a- Were three 100 mL sampleswith at least one takenfrom the end of the delivery system taken during one irrigation event for the initial microbial water quality assessment?
WU 12b WU 14 WU 12b- Did sampling meet the acceptance criteria - three 100 mL samplé a-of-detivery-systemwith non-detectable generic E. coli in two of the three 100 mL samples, and the remaining sample no greater than 10 MPN p
100 ml 2
Pages 30-31, If “NO" 5
i WU 12b (1 WU 14b (1 WU 12b (1) - Was an agricultural water assessment and root cause analysis performed prior to the next irrigation event?
Table 2B/Figure
2A WU 12b (2) WU 14b (2] WU 12b (2) - Was follow-up testing conducted (five 100 mL samples during the next irrigation event)?
(A2. Initial WU 12b (3) WU 14b (3 WU 12b (3) - Did the five samples meet follow-up testing acceptance criterion - four must have no detectable generic E. coli and the one remaining sample must have levels not greater than 10 MPN/100 mL ?
_Microbial Water Wy 120 (4) WU 14D (4 WUL120 () IENOT was the agricultural water svstem disqualificd for Type Ausage?
Page 32, Table
2B/Figure 2B WU 13 WU 15 WU 13 - Was a routine verification of microbial water quality performed on each distinct irrigation system at least once during the season?
(A3 routine QWU 132 WU 153 WU 133
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Iriogtion v TYPE A Ao
AL b 100 Il L 1ol
P
WU 13b WU 15
AL AA-_ Do tho th 1,
Page 32, e
Table 2B/Figure WU 13b (1) WU 15b (1
2B WU 13b (2) WU 15b (2
(A3. routine  JWU 13b (3) WU 15b (3
verification of
microbial water | WY 130 (4) WU 15b (4
quality) WU 13b (5) WU 15b (5
harvest?
WU 13b (6) VWU 15b (6 WU 13b (6) _If "NO" or the te
WU 14
WU 15 WU 16
WU 16
WU 17

S
AZA- CMAMHAACCERT-TIE-CA-LCMA-SAMPLE-RROTOCOL

WU 13b - Did the five three samples meet acceptance criterion e+ fwo must have no detectable generic E. coli and the one remaining sample must have levels not greater than 10 MPN/100 mL?
AZECMA A ACCEP T HHE-CA-CIMA-ACCEPTANCE- CRIFERA-
. dotociabl it
If WU 153b answered "NO" then WU 1 53b (1) - WU 1 §3b (3) will drop down

WU 13b (1) - Was a Level 1 Assessment performed prior to the next irrigation event?

WU 13b (2) - Was follow-up testing conducted (five 100 mL samples during the next irrigation evesith at least one taken from the end of the delivery systen)?

VETINETN 1001 ok TN il / Lot DA

460 mL?

WU 13b (3) - Did the five samples for the level one assessment meet acceptance criterion - four must have no detectable generic E. coli and the one remaining sample must have levels not greater than 10 MPN/100 mL?
If WU 153b (3) answered "NO" then WU 1 53b (4) - WU 1 53b (6) will drop down
WU 13b (4) - Was the agricultural water discontinued for Type A use?
WU 13b (5) - If water exceeding the acceptance criteria has been used for crop production was product sampled from all affected lots for STEC, including E coli O157:H7, and Salmonella, after the last irrigation and prior to

Irrigation Water

rom TYPE A Agr'

Page 35 WU 18 Wu 18 WU 18 - For the purpose of baseline microbial assessmentare records of analysis of source water available - historical water test data?
Table 2C/Figure WU 18a WU 18 WU 18a - Is a self-certification with historical water test data available that states the acceptance criteria has been met with at least one test taken within the last 6 months?
WU 18b WuU 18 WU 18b - If "NO" was the system tested two times, three 100 mL samples at the source, no less than seven days apart prior to using the water in the 21 days-to-scheduled harvest window?
3A WU 18c WU 18 WU 18c - Did the sampling meet the acceptance criteria - five of the six total samples have no detectable generic E. coli and the remaining sample has no greater than 10 MPN in 100 mL?
(B1. Baseline If WU 18c answered "NO" then WU 18c (1) - WU 18c (2) will drop down
Microbial WU 18c (1) WU 18c¢ (1 WU 18c (1) - Was an agricultural water assessment and root cause analysis performed?
Assessment) fWU 18¢ (2) WU 18c (2 WU 18c (2) - Was the agricultural water system disqualified for Type A usage?
Pages 36-37 jWu 19 Wwu 19 WU 19 - Was an jnitial microbial water quality assessment performed at least one-time seasonally for each system (before the 21 day to-scheduled-harvest-period begins)?
Table 2C/Figure [Wu 19a Wu 19 WU 19a - Were three 100 mL samples from the end of the delivery system taken during one irrigation event for the initial microbial water quality assessment?
3B Wu 19t WuU 19 WU 19b - Did samplina meet the acceptance criteria - three 100 mL samples from end of deliverv svstem with non-detectable aeneric E. coli in two of three 100 mL samples and the remainina sample no areater than 10 MPN ¢
If WU 19b answered "NO" then WU 19b (1) - WU 19b (4) will drop down
(B2. Initial Wu 19b (1) WU 19b (1 WU 19b (1) - Was an agricultural water assessment and root cause analysis performed prior to the next irrigation event?
Microbial Water f\WWu 19b (2) Wu 19b (2 WU 19b (2) - Was follow-up testing conducted (five 100 mL samples during the next irrigation event)?
e VT WU 19b (3 PN/100 mL2
Wy 100 (4) Wy 100 (4] o 1ab N0 e e Gt valer Sslon Gl o Tuoe Acsace?

Water Use lcontlnued)

Irrigation Water

rom TYPE A Agr

cultural Water S

stems Sourced from Private Wells or Regulated Tertiau Treated Recxcled Water Sueplies

WU 20 WU 20 WU 20 - If a material change was made to a system was another initial microbial water quality assessment conducted?
WU 20 WU 20 WU 20a- Were three 100 mL sampleswith at least one taken[missing in Metrics, intent is the same as the other tables. ]Jfrom the end of the delivery system taken during one irrigation event for the initial microbial water quali§y
a
assessment?
WU 20t WU 20 WU 20b - Did samplina meet the acceptance criteria - three 100 mL samples from end of deliverv svstem with non-detectable aeneric E. coli in two of the three 100 mL samples. and the remainina sample no areater than 10 MF
If WU 20b answered "NO" then WU 20b (1) - WU 20b (4) will drop down
WU 20b (1) WU 20b (1 WU 20b (1) - Was an agricultural water assessment and root cause analysis performed prior to the next irrigation event?
WU 20b (2) WU 20b (2 WU 20b (2) - Was follow-up testing conducted (five 100 mL samples during the next irrigation event)?
WU 200 (3) WU 20b (3 WU 20b (3) - Did sampling meet follow-up testing acceptance criterion - four of the five total samples must have no detectable generic E. coli and the one remaining sample must have levels not greater than 10 MPN/|
mL?

WU 20b (4) WU 20b (4 WU 20b (4) - If "NO" was the agricultural water system disqualified for Type A usage?
WuU 21 WU 21 WU 21 - Was routine verification performed on each distinct irrigation system sampled and tested for generic E. coli at least once during the season with three 100 mL samples at the end of the delivery system?
WU 21e WuU 21 WU 21a oA e Were & +Fthree 100 mL samples taken durina the routine verification from the end of the deliverv svsteshs—+ = lesdy = erlestacs to evaluate acceptance
WU 21t WU 21

Page 37

Table 2C/Figure] o,
3C (B2.
Routine WU 21b (1) WU 21b (1 WU 21b (1) - Was a Level 1 Assessment performed prior to the next irrigation event?
Verification of WU 21b (2) WU 21b (2] WU 21b (2)- Was follow up testing conducted (flve 100 mL samples during the next |rr|gat|on event)?
Microbial Wat WU 21b (3) WU 21b (3
icrobial Vvater If WU 21b (3) answered "NO" then WU 21b (4) - WU 21b (3) will drop down
Quality) WU 21b (4) WU 21b (4 WU 21b (4) - Was the agricultural water discontinued for Type A use?
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WU 21b (5) - If water exceeding the acceptance criteria has been used for crop production was product sampled from all affected lots for STEC, including E coli 0157:H7, and Salmonella, after the last irrigation and prior to

WU 21b (5) WU 21b (5

harvest?
WU 21b (6) WU 21b (6 WU 21D (68) _If "NO" or the te
Wu 22 Wu 22 ords show the name o
WU 22a
WU 22b WU 22

AZ LGMA Checklist - Metrics V13 - Approved 11-2-20.xIsx 8



Irrigation Water from Treated TYPE B->A Agricultural Water Systems

Page 27 WU 23 Wu 23 WU 23 - Was an SOP established outlining irrigation treatment and process parameters for irrigation treatment systems based on the Initial Irrigation water Treatment Assessment?
Lines 437-457; fWU 24 WU 24 WU 24 - Was an Initial Irriaation Water Treatment Assessment performed to establish treatment brocess parameters orior to 21 davs-to-scheduled harvest’
Appendix A WU 24a WU 24 WU 24a - Was an jnitial microbial water quality assessment conducted prior to 21 days-to-scheduled harvest?
WU 24b WU 24 WU 24b - Was the assessment regeated if material changes occurred?
Pages 41-42, Tabjwu 25 WU 25 WU 25 - Was routine verification of microbial water guality _ for each distinct system performed?
2R/Eiqure 4 _BWU 202
Pages 41-42,Tab\) o5, WU 25 WU 25b - If the system is used prior to the 21 davs to harvest windowis sampling (three 100 mL samples) conducted monthly?
20Eiced
Water Use !continued)
Irrigation Water from Treated TYPE B->A Agricultural Water Systems
WU 25¢ WU 25 WU 25c - If the system is used within the 21 days to harvest window, was the irrigation treatment system tested on at least two occasions separated by at least three days?
WU 25
WU 25d WU 25
WU 25d (1) WU 25d (1 WU 25d (1) - Was a Level 1 Assessment performed prior to the next irrigation event?
Pages 41-42, WU 25d (2) WU 25d (2] WU 25d (2) - Was follow up testing conducted (five 100 mL samples during the next |rr|gat|0n event)?
Table 2D/Figure 4WU 25d (3) WU 25d (3
(D1. Routine If WU 25d (3) answered "NO" then WU 25d (4) - WU 25d (6) will drop down
Verification of WU 25d (4) WU 25d (4 WU 25d (4) - Was the agricultural water discontinued for Type A use?
. : WU 25d (5) - If water exceeding the acceptance criteria has been used for crop production was product sampled from all affected lots for STEC, including E coli O157:H7, and Salmonella, after the last irrigation and prior td
Microbial Water fwU 25d (5) WU 25d (5
Quality) harvest?
WU 25d (6) WU 25d (6 WU 25d (6) - If "NO" or the te
WU 26 WU 26 i g ge
Wwu 27 Wu 27
WU 28 WU 28
WU 29 Wu 29
WU 30
WU 30 wusl
WU 31
WU 32
WU 32
Page 42, WU 324
Table 2D WU 32b (1
(D2. Routine WU 32b (2]
Water Treatmentj WU 32
Monitoring) WU 32¢ (1
WU 32¢ (2
ERIVE IR
WU 32 WU 33 WU 32 - If water exceeding the acceptance criteria has been used for crop production within 21 days to scheduled harvest was product sampled from all affected lots for STEC, including E coli 0157:H7, and
Salmonella, after the last irrigation and prior to harvest?
WU 32a WU 33 WU 32a - If "NO" or the tests were positive for STEC, including E coli 0157:H7, or Salmonella do records show that the crop was not harvested for human consumption?
WU 33
WU 34
WU 35
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Water Use lcontinued)

Pest Harvest Direct Produce Contact,HarvestFood Contact Surfaces and Hand Wash Water (On-Farm Practices Only)

WU 36 WU 36 WU 36 - Is the water that directly contacts edible portions of harvested crophand wash wateror used on food-contact surfaces (i.e. equipment or utensils) from a source that meets the 18, EPA Maximum Contaminant Level Goal
WU 36a WU 36 WU 36a - If "NO" has the water received sufficient disinfection to meet the USEPA MCLG for microbial quality?
Pages 48-50,
Table ZG/Flgure WMILL27Z _1f ¢l 4 "~ m}’ vy ddad el §E§ Bﬁgﬂfﬁ E r B 3 P L C. th 4?’?‘ el bl :_: 'I_:
WU 37 ORE th LEON\L 19 2R ot 4 ‘r = el $ EDA lobol £ h = £l & ol 'H i v )
WU 38
WU 39 wu 37 MWW 30 Was 2 source water fest conducted forcach Source of waterwithin 60 davs of firstuse2
WU 40 Wu 38 WU 40 - Are records available to demonstrate that water samples or monitoring results have been collected from each water distribution system within the last month?
WU 40a WU 38 WU 40a - Were the microb@ acceptgnce criteria met?
WU 384 here a corrective action SOP for harvest dire ia?
WU 40a (1) WU 38b (1 | 3 ! 3 !
WU 40a (2) WU 38b (2] WU 40a (2) - Was an agricultural water assessment completed on the water source and distribution system for possible contamination?
WU 40a (3) WU 38b (3] WU 40a (3) - Do records show that corrective actions were takerper SOP to eliminate the contamination sources?
WU 40a (4) WU 38b (4 WU 40a (4) - Was the water retested at the same sampling point?
WALLAD B AL 03 L YR dail Ca) b 19 L =7 E-dl. t il H=t PN 4 4 vl
Pages 48-50, |V 402 () _ H noureap v P . - .
WU 40a (6) WU 38b (5] WU 40a (6) - Did these-6 [etest results meet the acceptance criteria - non-detectablger U.S. EPA Maximum Contaminant Level Goal (MCLG) for E, coli(e.g. less than 2.2 MPN/100 mL)?
Table 2G/Figure
WU 40a (7) WU 38bb (6§ WU 40a (7) - Do records show the water was not used while the water quality was inadequatd@.g. records for a change in the water source)
WU 40a (1) WU 38b (7 for STEC including £, coli Q157:H7, and Salmonella?
WU 41 WU 38b ( WU 41 - Records show that the crop was not harvested for human consumption when the tests were positive for STEC, including E. coli 0157:H7, or Salmonella?
WU42 MALLA4D Sk k. CRIZVY tlak, t3 3 Xy YA ts Y{' " e il ’_,I < thod-af I, H nl'(‘_' CH I ’Hr\ el i IH t’]
WU 43 WALLAL b b ¥ b H <l HioH ) k} H i # H # ty’)
WU 44 WAL 44 -y o i E_ VHEY T o thaodalk oy 8 flod tho-d '3 = =3 - 7 DA thodf & titatl Hoe g £ X3 £ o i E_ I"?
WU 39
WU 40
WU 45 - Is the source water from a municipal supply or well?
Pages 48-50, WU 45a WU 41 WU 45a - Does this source qualify for the 5 consecutive monthly samples below the generic E. coli detection limit on record exemption?
Table 2G/Figure q,\; 451, WU 41 WU 45b - Is the last sample recorded within 180 days of the audit date?
Moved Down WU 42
WU 43

AZ LGMA Checklist - Metrics V13 - Approved 11-2-20.xIsx
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Soil Amendments
———

Page 51-56,
Lines 567-570;

All soil amendments are free from

SA 01

raw or partially composted animal manure and biosolid_s.

SA 01 ISA 01 - Raw or partially composted animal manure, animal by-products or biosolids have not been applied in the last
Sh0laclu Qo ths choveaisaaotibesefaldsusadinthanoduclionoblealooiccn,

4 year?

Soil amendments contain compo:

tod manure

SA 02 SA 02 SA 02 - No soil amendment containing fully composted animal manure has been applied to the field within the last year?
If SA 02 is answered "NO" then SA 02a - SA 02u will drop down
SA 02a SA 02 SA 02a - Are Process Validation records available for revier
SA 02b SA 02 SA 02b - If the Enclosed or Within-Vessel Compostina method is used. do the records sho
SA 02¢ SA 02 SA 02c - ...that the active compost maintained a minimum of 1310F for 3 davs
SA 02c (1) SA 02¢ (1 SA 02¢ (1) - ...Is a Letter of Guarant eev or other comparable documentation available that shows the soil amendment has been adeauatelv ct
SA 02d SA 02 SA 02d - If the Windrow Compostina method is used do the records shov
Page 53-56, [¥sa 02e SA 02 SA 02e - ...that the active compost maintained aerobic conditions for a minimum of 1310F or higher for 15 days or longer?
Table 3 SA 02f SA 02 SA 02f - ...a minimum of five turninas durina this berioc
SA 02f (1) SA 02f (1 SA 02f (1) - ...Is a Letter of Guarant eev or other comparable documentation available that shows the soil amendment has been adeauatelv ct
SA 02g SA 02 SA 02a - If the Aerated Static Pile Compostina method is used do the records show the
SA 02h SA 02 SA 02h - ...the active compost was covered with 6 to 12 inches of insulatina material:
SA 02i SA 07 SA 02i - ...maintain a minimum of 1310F for 3 davs'
SA 02i (1) SA02i (1 SA 02i (2) - ...Is a Letter of Guarant eev or other comparable documentation available that shows the soil amendment has been adeauatelv ct
SA 02] SA 02 SA 02i - Has each lot of composted material that is eaual to or less than 5000 cubsic vards been tested as reauir
SA 02k SA Q2 SA 02k - Hac aach ot of compactad matarial baon appliad to the prodiiction location maore thap 48 dave bafora bary

All soil amendm:
——

nts are free from

raw or partially

SA 02k (1)
SA 021 SA 07

SA 02m SA 02n

SA02n SA 02

Page 53-56, Is 020 SA 02
Table 3 Isp g2p SA 02
SA02q SA 02

SA 02 SA02

SA02s SA 02

SA 02t SA 02

SA 021 SA 00

a. Accenptance criteri:
SA 02l - Fecal coliforms:
SA 02m - Salmonella: Neaative per sambple size of the prescribed tes
SA 02n - E. coli 0157:H7: Neaative per sample size of the prescribed te:
b. Recommended test methods

SA 020 - Fecal coliforms: U.S. EPA Method 1680: multiole- tube MP!

SA 02p - Salmonella spp: U.S. EPA Method 1682

SA 02q - E. coli O157:H7:  Any laboratory validated method for compost

SA 02r - Other U.S. EPA. FDA. AOAC. or TMECC-accredited methods mav be used as approoriate

c. Samplina plan
SA 02s - A composite sample shall be representative and random and obtained as described in the California state regulations.1

<1000 MPN/aram

SA 02t - Sample mav be taken bv the supblier if trained bv a testina laboratorv or state authorit

SAQ2u.Laboratory musthe certified/acerediied for microbial testing by 2 cortification or accreditation body

Pages 52,
Lines 599-608

SA 03

SAQ33

S patd e T

SA 03

saoad

SA 03 - Is a Letter of Guarantgey or other comparable documentation (ingredient statement, bag label, etc.) available that shows the soil amendment does not contain animal manure or is composed of a single

ingredient?

sol I I T I
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|__Pages55-56, §sp 04 SA04 eated or processed by other eguivalent me e been app 2
If SA 04 is answered "NO" then SA 04a-SA 04b (16) will drop down
SA 04a SA 04 SA 04a - Are process records or other comparable documentation available that show the lethalitv of the proce
SA 04b SA 04 SA 04b - Is the name of the process authority issuing the Letter of Guarargey or other comparable document shown?
Records must be available to document the following criteria have been met for each lot of heat treated or pr d by other equivalent method compost containing animal material used.
a. Accebtance criteri:
SA 04b (1) SA04b (1 SA 04b (1) - Fecal coliforms: ~ Neaative MPN/aran
SA 04b (2) SA 04b (2 SA 04b (2) - Salmonella: Neaative per samole size of the prescribed tes
Page 58 SA 04b (3) SA 04b (3] SA 04b (3) - E. coli 0157:H7: Neaative per sample size of the prescribed te:
’ SA 04b (4) SA 04b (4 SA 04b (4) — Listeria monocvtoaenes: Neaative ber sample size of the prescribed t¢
Figure 7B b. Recommended test methods
Decision Tree [SA 04b (5) SA 04b (5 SA 04b (5) - Fecal coliforms: 9 tube MPN
SA 04b (6) SA 04b (6 SA 04b (6) - Salmonella soo:  U.S. EPA Method 168:
[SA04b (7) SA04b (71 SAQAR(Z _E ool Q45707 Ay laboraton validated mathad for comoge
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SA 04b (8) SA 04b (8| SA 04b (8) - Other U.S. EPA. FDA. AOAC. or TMECC-accredited methods mav be used as aboropriate
SA 04b (9) SA 04b (9 SA 04b (9) — Listeria monocytogenes:Any laboratory validated method for testing soil amendments
c. Samplina plan

SA 04b (10) SA 04b (10 SA 04b (10) - Take at least 12 eauivolume samples from 12 or more separate locations or 12 samples from 12 individual baas. if baaaed indivic

SA 04b (11) SA 04b (113 SA 04b (11) - Sample mav be taken bv the suplier if trained bv a testina laboratorv or state authoritv

SA 04b (12) SA 04b (12 SA 04b (12) - Laboratorv must be certified/accredited bv a certification or accreditation boc

SAQ4b (13) SAQ4b (13 SA0AR(1R) If tecting records are NOT available ic o Codificate of Proco aliditza i i
Page 56, Application intervals were met:
Table 3 SA 04b (14) SA 04b (14 SA 04b (14) - Was this heat treated or processed crop treatment produced usina a validated process for pathoaen cont

SAQLLUS) SAQIL U3 SAQ40 U5) IL'NO" 0 bove. was e Uealen! donlied 21 1cas! 48 Gavs b0l haNVGsl?
Page 56 SA 04b (16) SA 04b (16] SA 04b (16) - If "YES" are proce alidation records and documentation gvailable to show

If SA 05 if answered "NO" then SA 05a - SA 05c (24) will drop down

SA 05a - If "NO" to the above, the product (non-synthetic soil amendment) was not applied to the edible portion of the crop?

SA 05a SA 05

SA 05b SA 05 SA 05b - Is a letter of compliance or comparable document outlining the actual conditions of use and conformance to standards available for review (including presence of animal products or manure)?

SA 05¢ SA 05 SA 05c — If compost / treated ag tea containing nutrients intended to increase microbial biomass (e.g. molasses, yeast extract, algal powder) is applied to edible portion of the crop, do records indicate that the nutrients were addg
Records must be available to document the following criteria have been met for each lot of non-synthetic crop treatment used.

SA 05¢c (1) SA 05c¢ (1 SA 05c (1) - Did each lot/batch used meet the microbial criteria identified below?

SA 05¢ (2) SA 05¢ (2 SAQACL0)  Focal coliforme.  Nogative MPN/aran

SA 05c (3) SA 05c¢ (3 SA 05c (3) - Salmonella: Neaative ber sample size of the prescribed te

SA 05c (4) SA 05¢c (4 SA 05¢ (4) - E. coli 0157:H7: Neaative ner sample size of the prescribed te.

SA 05¢ (5) SA 05¢ (5 SA 05¢c (5) — Listeria monocytogenes: Negative per sample size of the prescribed test

SA 05c (6) SA 05c (6 SA 05c (6) - If this treatment is applied as a liquid was the solution made with water that meets the quality standards for post-harvest water (Table 2G)?

SA 05c¢ (7) SA 05¢ (7] Application intervals were met:

SA 05c (8) SA 05c¢ (8 SA 05c (7) - Was this non-svnthetic crop treatment produced usina a validated orocess for bathoaen conti

SA 05c (9) SA 05c (9] SA 05c (8) - If "NO" to above, was the treatment applied at least 45 days before harvest?

Pages 60-61, SA05c (9) - If "YES" are process validation records and documentation available to show that the process is capable of reducing pathogens of human health significance to acceptable levels,
Table 4 Acceptable testing methods were followed:

SA 05c (10) SA 05c (10] SA 05c (10) - Fecal coliforms: ~ Negative MPN/gram

SA 05c (11) SA 05c (11 SA 05c (11) - Salmonella spp:  U.S. E.P.A. Method 1682

SA 05c (12) SA 05c (12] SA 05c (12) - E. coli O157:H7: Any laboratory validated method for compost sampling

SA 05c (13) SA 05c (13] SA 05c (13) — Listeria monocytogenes: Negative per sample size of the prescribed test

SA 05c (14) SA 05c (14} SA 05c (14) - Other U.S. EPA, FDA, AOAC, or TMECC-accredited methods may be used as appropriate.
The proper sampling plan was followed:

SA 05c (15) SA 05c (15 SA 05c (15) - Solid: 12 point sampling plan composite sample

SA 05c¢ (16) SA 05c (16] SA 05c (16) - Liquid: Single well-mixed sample per lot

SA 05c (17) SA 05c (17] SA 05c (17) - Sample may be taken by the supplier if trained by the testing laboratory

SA 05¢ (18) SA 05c (18] SA 05c (18) - Laboratorv must be certified/accredited bv annual review of laboratorv protocols based on GLPs bv a certification or accreditation t
Testina Freauencv:

SA 05¢ (19) SA 05¢ (19 SA 05c (19) - Each lot before aplication to oroduction field

SA 05c (20) SA 05c (20] SA 05c (20) -  Identifv the crop treatment.

SA 05c (21) SA 05¢ (21 SA 05¢c (21) - Show the name of the laboratorv completina the testinc

SA 05c (22) SA 05c (22 SA 05c (22)- Show date of aplication *

SA 05c (23) SA 05c (23 SA 05c (23)- Does it show the date of harvest?

SAQ5c (24) SAQ5¢c (2. SAQSc (24 - Show the supplier name

Page 51, SA 06 SA 06 SA 06 - Is there a written policy Implementing management plans (e.g. timing of applications, storage location, source and quality, transport, etc.) that significantly reduce the likelihood that soil amendments
Lines 574575 einguisad contain human pathagens and o etothe graatect doaroo nracticable that the co of cron freatmente dooc naot nace a cignificant nathagen contamination hazard?

AZ LGMA Checklist - Metrics V13 - Approved 11-2-20.xIsx
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Worker Practices

General Reguirements

Pages 66-67, WP 01 WP 01 WP 01 - Is there a written policy for all employees and all visitors to the field location which describes the required hygiene rules?
Lines 787-825 Does the Policy address the following:
WP Q12 WP Q1 WP 012 Sanitary Eacilities
Pages 66-67, fWP 01b WP 01 WP 01b - Field Worker Practices (GMP's, GHP's, etc.)
|_Lines 787-825 Jwp 01¢ WP 01 WP 01c - Worker Health Practices
San Eacilit
WP 02 WP 02 WP 02 - Is there a documented field sanitary facility program? (j.e, SOP)
Does the program address the following:
Page 67 WP 02a WP 024 WP 02a - The number, condition, and placement of field sanitation units complies with applicable state and/or federal regulations.
o i WP 02b WP 02 WP 02b - Sanitary facilities are readily accessible (proximate) to the work area.
Lines 826-844 WP 02¢c WP 02 WP 02c - Sanitary facilities are regularly maintainectleaned and servicechccording to schedule.
WP 02d WP 02 WP 02d - Sanltary facilities have sufficient consumable supplles (i.e. hand soap, water that meets tme(—hewest h_aMas,hacceptance cnterlam_[ah,lgzgq paper towels, toilet paper, etc.).
WP 02¢ WP 024 WP 02¢e -
Sanitary Facilities
WP 02f WP 02 WP 02f - Field sanitation facilities are cleaned and serviced with waste disposed of on a scheduled basis and at a location that minimizes the potential risk for product contamingtiengrey water, black water, overspray/drift or
unoff)
Page 67, WP 02g WP 02 WP 02g - Address the placementand transportof the sanitary facility in order to minimize any impact on the crop in the field including:
Lines 826-844 JWP 02h WP 02 WP 02h - Minimize the impact on the crop from leaks and/or spills
WP 02i WP 02] WP 02| Ability to access the unit for maintenance and cleaningerv
WP 02i WP 02 WP 02] - Beesmentee-Response plan in the event of ematel leak andlor spill.(e.a. an SOP and a documented corrective actior
Field Worker Practices (GMPs, GHPs, etc.)
WP 03 WP 03 WP 03 - Is there a written worker practices program that establishes employee work rules?
WP 03 Does the program address the following:
WP 03a WP 03 WP 03a - Requirement for workers to wash their hands with soap and water before beginning or returning to work, and any other time when hands may have become contaminated.
WP 03b WP 03 WP 03b - Confine smoking, eating and drinking (except water) to designated areas.
WP 03c WP 03 WP 03c - Storage requirements for personal items in/or adjacent to the field?
WP 03d WP 03 WP 03d - The appropriate use and sanitation of gloveghis includes prohibiting the use of personal gloves and taking gloves home.
Pages 66-67, JWP 03e WP 034 WP 03e - Avoid contact with animals
Lines 787-825 JWP 03f WP 03 WP 03f - Prohibitions on spitting, urinating or defecating in the field.
WP 03g ___ Requirement for workers' clothing to be clean at the start of the day,
WP 04 WP 04 WP 04 - For materials targeted for further processing, is there a written physical hazard prevention program?
Does the program address the following:
WP 04a WP 044 WP 04a - The proper wearing of head and facial hair restraints.
WP 04b WP 04 WP 04b - The proper wearing of apron and other food safety apparel.
WP 04c WP 04 WP 04c - Removal of visible jewelry (rings, bracelets, necklaces, body piercings, etc.) or covering of hand jewelry prior to the start of work.
WD 04d A= Uﬂ WP 04d - Removal of all gbiects from upper pockets
actices
Page 67,
i WP 05 WP 05 WP 05 - Is there a written worker health practices program that establishes employee work rules?
Lines 817-825
Does the program address the following:
WP 05a WP 054 WP 05a - Workers with diarrheal disease or symptoms of other infectious disease are prohibited from being in the field or handling fresh produce or food-contact surfaces?
WP 05b WP 05 WP 05b - Workers with open cuts or lesions are prohibited from handling fresh produce.
WP 050 AV.Vin Wal=~4 i £ "I EPNE TN PPN T=NE 129 CIPSC o I L - b
WP 05
WP 054 WP 054
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Field Sanitation

Pages 66, Lines

General Requirements

789 FS 01 FS 01 FS 01 - Is there a written policy for all employees and all visitors in the field location which describes the required field sanitation SOPs?
Field and Harvest Activities SOP"
e ——————
FS 02 FS 02 FS 02 - Is there a written field and harvest activity SOP?
Does the SOP address the following:
Page 67-68,
Lines 846-861 Fs 02 )
FS 02a FS 021 FS 02a p- Cross contamination by farming equipment and tools that comes into contact with raw manure, untreated compost, waters of unknown quatityimal hazards or other potential sources.
FS 02b FS 02 FS 02b - If "YES" does it appropriately restrict the use or require a documented cleaning and sanitation program of the equipment?
FS 02¢c FS 02 FS 02¢ - If cleaning and sanitation is required, are records of the cleaning/sanitation available for review.
Pages 75-76, ) ) ) ) . )
Table 6 FS 02d FS 024 FS 2d - Is there a written SOP for corrective actions for "Low Hazard" animal intrusion?
able
Page 71, FS 02 FS 02 FS 02e - Is there a written SOP for production locations that have environmental source of pathogens (i.e. CAFO, dairy, hobby farm and manure or livestock compost facility) and the potential for contamination during weather
e
Lines 954-956 conditions and events?
Page 66, Lines X . o
778779 FS 02f FS 02 FS 02f- Is there an SOP that addresses waste, trash, and other debris that protects product and production area from contamination?
Page 66, FS 029 FS 029 - Is a specific individuaaesigre« desianated as responsible fo#e food safety compliance with the best practices of the L GM; respers### for growing operations
Lines 792-793 RES 020 FS 0 FS 02h - |s a specific indivi i ignated as responsible fokae food safe ompliance with the best pra es of the ing?
Dailx Harvest A_ssessment
FS 03 FS 03 FS 03 - Is a documented daily food safety harvest assessment available for review?
FS 03a FS 03 FS 03a - Is the assessment dated?
Pages 17-18 FS03b FSO03! FS 03b - Is the individual who conducted the assessment identified?
) 9 " JFS 03c FS 03 FS 03c - Are the specific growing blocks associated with the assessment clearly identified?
Lines 110-143; IFs03d FS03 FS 03d - Is the Harvester name and contact information documented?
Page 19, FS 03e FS 034 FS 03e - Did the a_ssessment indicate that the production area was free from evidence of animal intrusion or potential risk of in;rusion?
Lines 188-191; If FS 03e is answered "NO" then FS 03e (1) - FS 03e (6) will drop down.
Page 72, FS 03e (1) FS 03e (1 FS 03e (1) - Was the animal hazard or potential risk of intrusion assessed by food safety professional or food safety personnel?
Lines 978-981; IFS 03e (2) FS 03e (2 FS 03e (2)- Was the animal hazard or potential risk of intrusion assessed as a "Low Hazard"?
Pages 75-76, JFS 03e (3) FS 03e (3 FS 03e (3) - If "YES" were corrective actions carried out according to company SOP?
Table 6 FS 03e (4) FS 03e (4 FS 03e (4) - Was the animal hazard or potential risk of intrusion assessed as a "Medium/High Hazard"?
FS 03e (5) FS 03e (5] FS 03e (5) - If "YES" were corrective actions carried out per the LGMA requirements?
£S03(0) £S03c (08 £S5.03¢ (O) L YES IS documentation available to show fhat actions were implemented?
FS 03f - Did the daily harvest: nent address irdieate-th cchanges in weather condition or weather events (e.g. severe wind, hail, freeze, excessive rain, or consecutive weather evepisge the last assessment
FS 03f FS 03 L L 2
T Lid L
FS 03f (1
Page 20, FS 03f (2]
(e alo I WERWIAI N} et '3 i Xy HN) 'S 1k 4 = H ol v < es ) _f‘ == bablbas: - J 'OCF
Lines 222-226 |FS 03f (1) N ’ v b e v b N ’ ’
Sopesstioclany
FSO3g WMM ; taicata-th dicok g o6 | £ 4 {'__I‘I\Ef\y,l' —hobby-F < i 1 postf M!/r/ te-the-predsction
Feeekert
FS 039 (1) ES ﬁ’}:’ 4 LEUALOM & EQ"\’)L‘J.) bl E¢I\’2“ 0y ey <l 3 cl & L & Qf\D?
Page 63, FS 04 ES-04  Did tb A'I,' tiontbho food toct £, k. + \1‘r' 3 diob. o o 1t AV s L.d- ‘:,A'I!L‘ vest?
Line 682-683
£S.043
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Field Sanitation

Harvest EguiEmentI Packing Materials and Buildings
FS 05 FS 04 FS 05 - Is there an SSOP for food-contact surfaces of harvest equipment, tools, and utensils and eentairers?
Page 64, Does the SSF)P addressl 'fhe folltl:wu'\g: :
Lines 731-733 FS 05a FS 044 FS 05a - Equipment specific cleaning instructions
FS 05b FS 044 FS 05b - Method and frequency of cleaning and sanitation
FS 05b (1) FS 04b (1 FS 05b (1) - Food contact surfaces on hirvest equiememmgi ang Hﬁgi' gare cleaned and sanitized at the end of each dailx harvest
FS 05b (2) FS 04b (2 FS 05b (2) - Food contact surfaces on harvest equipmenttools and utensilsare cleaned and sanitized before moving to the next commodity and/or field
FS 05¢c FS 04 FS 05c - Daily inspection of food contact surfaces on equipment
Page 64, FS 04c (1 Did the Daily inspection of harvest equipment, tools and utensils that was completed prior to beginning harvest address cleaning and sanitation or change in conditions since prior sanitation?
Lines 731-733 FS 04c (2 Did the inspection indicate the equipment do not need to be rinsed and sanitized prior to beginning daily harvest?
FS 04c (3 If no, was the equipment rinsed and sanitized prior to beginning daily harvest?
FS 05d FS 04 FS 05d - Chemical usage and record keeping (e.g. soap, detergent, sanitizer, etc.)
Page 64, Line 73§FS 05e FS 044 FS 05e - Sanitation Procedures Verification
FS 04 i jtati i
FS 06 FS 05 FS 06 - Is there an SOP for non-food-contact surfaces of harvest equipment, and tools, and eentainers?
Does the SOP address the following:
Page 64, FS 06a FS 054 FS 06a- Equipment-specific cleaning instructions
Lines 731-733 FS 06b FS 054 FS 06b — Method and frequency of cleaning
FS 06c FS 05 FS 06c - Chemical usage and record keeping (e.g. soap, detergent, etc.)
FS 06d FS 05 FS 06d - Cleaning verification
FS 06e FS 054 FS 06e - Daily inspection of non-food contact surfaces and equipment
Page 64Y Lines FS 07 ES-OZ le-th SOR.£ £ $. de, - ol =i H 03 e L,J 'H ’)
FS 08 FS 06 FS 08 - Is there an SOP for sanitary operation of harvestequipment?
Does the SOP address the following:
Page 64, IFs 08a FS 06: FS 08a - Are spills and leaks addressed
Lines 699-707 JFS 08b FS o6y FS 08b - Harvest equipment protection
FS 08c FS 06 FS 08c - Overnight equipment and tool storage
£S5.08d FS 06 £5.08d - Docs the SOP for Sanitarv Qperation of HarvestEauipment. address remedial actions?
Page 64, Lines . . .
FS 07 FS 07 FS 07 - Is there an SOP for water tanks, eentainers and equipment used for hydration?
705-706
Page 441 Lines FS 09 ES-00. Jud. £ H 2 HXN) £ .-0, '5 = d-dated & 'r ‘ol H g -1 H H =) H 1o k-af-th UHVPH H bei g5 =7 —l")
Pages 63-64, JFS 10 FS 08 FS 10 - Is there an SOP /SSOP for ; product containers?
_Lines 693.698 Rocs the SOP address the following;
FS 10a FS 08a FS 10a - Over night storage
Pages 63-64, FS 10b FS 08b FS 10b - Emh_i,tl;i_t(;gontact with the grlound A .
Lines 693-698 FS 10c FS 08c FS 10c - Container assembly (RPC, fiber bin, plastic bin, etc.)
FS 10d FS 08d FS 10d - Damaged containers
FS 10e FS 084 FS 10e - Use of containers only as intended
Page 65, Lines i . i ) .
744.745 FS 11 FS 09 FS 11 — Are packing materials or containers cleanable or designed for single use?
Page 65, Lines i ) ) » § 3 .
746747 FS 12 FS 10 FS 12— Are reusable packing materials or containers cleaned and sanitized or fitted with a clean liner?
Page 65, Line 794FS 13 FS 11 FS 13- Is there an SOP for chemical storage and chemical content labeling
FS 14 FS 12 FS 14 — Are instruments or controls used to measure, regulate, or record temperature, hydrogen ion concentration, pH, sanitizer concentration or other conditions:
Page 64, FS 14a FS 124 FS 14a - Accurate and precise as necessary and appropriate for their intended use?
Lines 714-718 kFS 14b FS 124 FS 14b — Adequately maintained?
FS 14c FS 12 FS 14c — Adequate in number for their intended use?
Page 65 FS 15 FS 13 FS 15 — Are there any buildings used to store packing material?
Lines 752-763 FS 15a FS 134 FS 15a — Does the building have proper drainage and protection from condensate or drips to keep food-contact surfaces from getting wet?
ES 150 S | FS 15b — Are packaaing materials and other food-conta rfaces kept separate from contamination sources by partition. time location. en | aps?
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Transportation

Page 81, TR O1 TR 01 TR 01 - Is there an inspection program for equipment and shipping containers used to transport leafy greens from the farm and on the farm?
Lines 1034-1042 TR 01a TR 01 TR 01a - Are shlpplng units and eqmpment used to transport leafy greens on the farm or from the farm to a coollng packing, or processing facility part of an inspection program?
TR O01b TR 01 TR O01b —
Field Observations
Mr Use
FO 01 FO WU 01 FO 01 - Are all active and/or inactive water sources and distribution system recorded in the a gricultural Wwater assessmentdse-Aueit?
0012 FO WU 02 FO 01a - From visual inspection, there is no evidence that the water sources and distribution systems may pose a contamination risk (damage, inadequately maintained, evidence of animal activity, environmental sources of
F contamination, connection with effluent systems)?
FQ 01D FO WU 03 EQ 016 - No other gbservations of improper use of water
Soil Amendments
FO 02 FO SA 01 FO 02 - No evidence of undocumented use of soil amendments?
FO 02a FO SA 02 FO 02a - No evidence of improperly applied soil amendments?
FO 02b FO SA 03 FO 02b - No evidence of improperly stored soil amendments?
£Q02¢ £QSAQ4 £Q 02c_No other cbsenvations.ofimoroper use of Soll amendments
Environmental Factors
FO 03 FO EA 01 FO 03 - No evidence of fecal contamination in the production area fietd?
FO 03a FO EA 02 FO 03a - No evidence of animalntrusion or potential risk of intrusiorre=ards in the production areafete?
FO 03b FO EA 03 FO 03b - No evidence of non-compliance with distances as outlined in the Environmental Assessment?
FO 03c FO EA 04 FO 03c - No evidence that remedial actions have not been implementesiek hra-bard % —getes—grates—eies Hrgosdrepak—and-eperadofial
FO 03d EO-03d—N ek that-workerhyeh losth 5 iokatod-curing-th p-eycle?
EQQ3c EQEAQS EQ 03¢ - No other gbcervations of environmental rigkcfacior
Work Practices
FO 04 FO WP 01 FO 04 - No employees eating, drinking (except water), chewing tobacco or smoking in crop production actively harvested areas or outside of designated area outlined in the SOP?
FO 04a FO-04a—Al-ormph b tok hod-thei-hande-aftor-rost gor L broak y-rottRIRg-t " on?
FO 04b FO WP 02 FO 04b - No evidence that sanitary facilities are not routinely clean and operational?
FO 04c EC-046—N i that-workerhygi los-haveb olatod-during-th p-oycle?
FO 04d FO WP 03 FO 04d - No evidence that sanitary facnmes are not adequately stocked with disposable supplies?
FO WP 04
FO WP 05
FO 04e FO WP 06 FO 04e - No improperly stored personal items observed in the field?
FO 049 |=faWaV. I 2N} icl b e thaot r'l t3 i & b 4 ’}
FO WP 07 No evidence that workers practices for further processing have been violated?
FO 04g FO WP 08 FO 04g - No employees with uncovered wounds, boils or cuts?
FO 04h FO WP 09 FO 04h - No employees with symptoms of infection or contagious disease?
EQ 04 Fowp1o | __FO04i-Noother gbservations of improper work pracices
Field Sanitation
FOFS 01 [Are there visitor policies/orocedures in place?
FO 05 FO FS 02 FO 05 - No evidence of excessive non-vegetative debris in the field?
FO 05a FOFS 03 FO 05a - Ne-evieh + o perviced-cherreate-tr-the-fielAfe chemical containers labeled as to its contents?
FO FS 04 Wﬁw?
FO 05b FO FS 05 FO 05b - No evidence of leaks and spills on equipment in the field?
FO FS 06 No evidence of equipment is maintained and operational?
FO 05c¢ - No evidence of the use ofrer-sanitizedfarm equipment that may have come in contact withpotential contaminants (e.g. uncovered products as outlined in the PSRraw manure, e#treated partially treatedcompost, waters
FO 05¢ FO FS 07
of unknown quality, wildlife or domestic animaf®
FO 05d FO FS 08 FO 05d - No evidence ofether potentialcross-contaminationpetentialof product erdterproduet taet-suraced (i.e. cut surface of product and contact with the ground/soil)
FO FS 09 No evidence of potential cross-contamination of equipment or tools with food contact surfaces
FOFS 10 No evidence of potential cross-contamination of containers and packing materials
EQ 05 EQFS 11 EQ 05¢- No other evidence of improper figld Sanifafion
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