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Contents Comparison

• The Simplified Approach shares many of the attributes of the Food Defense Plan Builder 2.0
• Basic elements that are included:

• Facility Name
• Address Name/Parent Company Name
• Facility Address (City/State/Country/Postal Code)
• Phone Numbers
• Facility Description
• Food Defense Teams listed

• Corporate level
• Facility Level

• Product and Process Description
• Vulnerability Assessment
• Education, Training and/or Experience Documentation List
• Signature
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Contents Contrast – Simplified Approach additions

• A section where Food Defense Training Information is to be added
• A section that lists the requirements for Re-analysis
• A section that reminds the facility operator to connotate if a revision is necessary
------------------------------
• A table that condenses  processing aids and ingredient listings with a legend
• The listing of the KATS out of the March 2019 Revised Guidance
• A slightly modified version of Worksheet 1-E : Use of the Hybrid approach
• Using all the options available for analysis

• KAT approach
• 3 Elements approach
• Representative Contaminate approach
• Revised Guidance on page 57

• If all else fails; need Mitigation Strategies
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The listing of the KATS out of the March 2019 Revised Guidance
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Instructions for filling out Process Steps
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Using of all the Hybrid approach elements

1. Determine if the processing aid/ingredient is a Key Activity Type
1. If not a KAT; explanation is “Not a Key Activity Type”

2. Determine if the identified Key Activity Type scores a “1” on the 3 Element test
1. If any element scores a “1”; not a significant vulnerability; not an APS

3. Use the modified worksheet 1-E to calculate value of the Representative contaminant
1. If the value exceeds “8 Kg”; not an APS; Element 3 scores a “1”.

4. Refer to page 57, Chapter 2, Subsection F of the March 2019 Revised Guidance document
1. If the value is below “8 Kg”; justify reasoning why its not an APS

5. Create Mitigation Strategies, with corresponding monitoring, corrective actions, and
verifications
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