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ENGLISH VERSION

| INTRODUCTION |

[Principles |

This document sets out a framework for Good Agricultural Practice (GAP) on nurseries which defines essential elements for the development
of best-practice for the global production of plant propagation material acceptable to the leading retail groups Worldwide, however, standards
for some individual retailers and those adopted by some farmers may exceed those described. This document does not set out to provide
prescriptive guidance on every method of agricultural production.

EUREPGAP members wish to recognise the significant progress already made by many plant propagators, groups of propagators , local
schemes and national schemes in developing and implementing best-practice agricultural systems. EUREPGAP members also wish to
encourage further work to improve plant propagators capability in this area, and in this respect this GAP framework, which defines the key
elements of current agricultural best-practice, should be used as a benchmark to assess current practice, and provide guidance for further
development.

EUREPGAP is a means of incorporating Integrated Pest Management (IPM) and Integrated Crop Management (ICM) practices within the
framework of commercial agricultural production. Adoption of IPM/ICM is regarded by EUREPGAP members as essential for the long-term
improvement and sustainability of agricultural production.

EUREPGAP supports the principles of HACCP (Hazard Analysis Critical Control Points) and encourages its use.

It is essential that all organisations involved in the food production chain accept their share of the tasks and responsibilities to ensure that
EUREPGAP is fully implemented and supported. If consumer confidence in fresh produce is to be maintained, such standards of good
agricultural practice must be adopted, and examples of poor practice must be eliminated from the industry.

Wherever referred to, all plant propagators must demonstrate their compliance with national or international law.

All plant propagators should be able to demonstrate their commitment to:

a) maintaining consumer confidence in quality and safety;

b) minimising detrimental impact on the environment, whilst conserving nature and wildlife;
c) reducing the use of crop protection products;

d) improving the efficiency of natural resource use; and

e) ensuring a responsible attitude towards worker health and safety.

[Independent Verification:

Plant Propagators receive their EUREPGAP approval through independent verification from a certification body that is approved by
EUREPGAP.

The Scheme documents are:

1. EUREPGAP General Regulations which sets out the rules by which the standard will be administered.

2. EUREPGAP Control Points and Compliance Criteria (CPCC) is the standard with which the farmer must comply, and
which gives specific details on each of the requirements.

3. EUREPGAP Checklist which forms the basis of the farmer external audit and which the farmer must use to fulfil the annual
internal audit requirement.

As described in EUREPGAP General Regulations, this scheme is divided into Major Musts (red background), Minor Musts (yellow
background) and Recommendations (green background). All Control Points MUST be audited, the possible answers are: compliance (yes),
non-compliance (no) or Not Applicable (N/A). The N/A verdict cannot be given to those control points where the Compliance Criteria specify
No N/A.

[Disclaimer: |

FoodPLUS GmbH and EUREPGAP approved Certification Bodies are not legally liable for the safety of the product certified under this
Standard.

[Copyright: |

© Copyright: EUREPGAP c/o FoodPLUS GmbH: Spichernstr. 55, D-50672 Kdéln (Cologne); Germany, including all standard documents.
Copying and distribution permitted only in unaltered form.

[Registration: |

Please refer to the EUREPGAP General Regulations Chapters 4 and 10 for instructions on Registration and Certification process.

[Definitions: |

For clarification on the definition of terms used within this document, please refer to Annex 10 of the General Regulations.

[Use of this Document: |

This document is used to verify compliance to EUREPGAP standard of Propagation Material.

The verification of compliance demands records that are first linked to the nursery where the material is grown, until the moment when it is
sold as plant propagation material.

This document is divided into 12 different sections and 2 annexes, with a total of 164 Control Points, divided into 26 Major Musts, 81 Minor
Musts and 57 Recommended.
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N° Control Point Compliance Criteria Level
1 TRACEABILITY
There is a documented traceability system that allows EUREPGAP
Is EUREPGAP registered product traceable back to and trackable from the|registered product to be traced back to the registered nursery or, in a group .
1 . . . . ) . Major
registered nursery/area where it has been grown? of registered nurseries, and tracked forward to the immediate customer. No
N/A.
2 RECORD KEEPING AND INTERNAL SELF-INSPECTION
Growers keep up to date records for a minimum of two years, unless
Are all records requested during the inspection accessible and kept for a gl requw.ed 19 ED S.O fc.>r Q elefey [Eaes) Retrc?spec.tlve (ESEIE a.r e not .
2 . . . requested prior to application for EUREPGAP registration. New applicants| Minor
minimum period of time of two years? .
must have full records for at least three months prior to the date of|
inspection. No N/A.
° Does the grower undertake a minimum of one self-inspection per year|There is documentary evidence that the EUREPGAP internal self- Maior
against the EUREPGAP Standard? inspection has been carried out annually. No N/A. I
2 Has the internal self-inspection been documented and recorded? The EUREPGAP Checklist has been completed and documented. No N/A. Major
Are effective corrective actions taken as a result of internal self-|Effective corrective actions are documented and have been implemented. Maior
inspections? No N/A J
3 VARIETIES AND ROOTSTOCKS
3. Choice of Variety or Rootstock
Is the grower aware of the importance of effective crop husbandry in|Cropping techniques and measures are adopted in the "mother plants"
3 relation to the "mother plants" (i.e. the seed producing crop) of the|which can minimise inputs such as crop protection products and fertilizers| Recom.
registered propagation material? in the registered propation material.
Does the variety or rootstock meet the UPOV (International Union for the Thgrg are written documentsg vavgllable O IEEIESS Uil provg LIE] the .
3 . . s varieties grown have ben obtained in accordance to local legistlation and in| Minor
protection of new varieties of plants) guidelines. . . .
compliance with intellectual property rights. No N/A
3. Seed/Rootstock Quality
Is there .a documept UIED EUEEINESS SCE quallty.(e.g.: fr.ee from injurious A seed record/certificate of the seed quality, variety purity, variety name, .
3 pests, diseases, virus, etc....) and that states variety purity, variety name, . . Minor
batch number and seed vendor is kept and available.
batch number and seed vendor?
3. Pest and Disease Resistance
3 Do the varieties grown have resistance/tolerance to commercially important] The grower is able to justify that varieties grown have disease resistance or Recom

pests and diseases?

tolerance when they are available.
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3. Seed Treatments and Dressings
When the seed or rootstock has been treated, there are records with the .
3 Is the use of seed treatments recorded? . . Minor
name of the product(s) used and its target(s) (pests and/or diseases).
3. Propagation Material
3 Is purchased propagation material accompanied by officially recognised|A plant health certificate is available complying with national legislation or Minor
plant health certification? sector organisation guidelines.
3 Is purchased propagation material free of visible signs of pest and disease? WLED PGS HED UE1S Stis G e el CIREEEeR k) eIl eh) Major
P propag 9 P “|should be available (e.g. threshold for treatment). )
3 Are quality guarantees or certified production guarantees documented for| There are records to show propagation material is fit for the purpose i.e. Minor
purchased propagation material? quality certificate, terms of deliverance or signed letters.
Are plant health quality control systems operational for in-house nursery S CUEN contrgl SySte”? that contains a monitoring system on wsnble. sgns .
3 . of pest and diseases is in place and current records of the monitoring| Minor
propagation? .
system must be available.
Are crop protection product treatments on in-house nursery propagation SR .Of crop protgotlon PLreClEs UREIET appllled g .the AET .
3 . . . . propagation period for in-house plant nursery propagation are available and| Minor
applied during the plant propagation period recorded? . .
include product name, application date and doses.
3. Genetically Modified Organisms
Does the planting of GMQO's comply with all applicable legislation in the Th? reglstered .nursery BF gD B EYHEEd r)urserles IR (.)f e .
3 countrv of production? legislation applicable in the country of production and comply accordingly.| Major
yorp : Unless no GMO varieties are used, no N/A.
. . . . If GMO cultivars and/or products derived from genetic modification are
Is there documentation available of any planting, use or production of] . . . .
3 . . . s used, documented records of planting, use or production of GMO cultivars| Minor
registered products derived from genetic modification? . . s .
and/or products derived from genetic modification are available.
4 SITE HISTORY AND SITE MANAGEMENT
4 . Site History
There is a documented food safety, operator health and environment risk
assessment that takes into account prior use of land, type of soil, erosion,
Is there a risk assessment for new agricultural sites, which shows the site|quality and level of groundwater, availability of sustainable water sources,
4 in question to be suitable for production, with regards to food safety,|and impact on and of the adjacent area. (See EUREPGAP guidelines for] Major

operator health and the environment?

risk assessment for new plantings in Annex 1). When the assessment
identifies a non-controllable risk that is critical to health and/or the
environment, the site must not be used for agricultural activities.
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Is there a corrective action plan, setting out strategies to minimise alll[Each identified risk indicates the severity and probability as well the .
1 . e . . . . Minor
identified risks in new agricultural sites? measures taken to prevent or to control the risk.
4 .2 Site Management
. . : There are documented records that reference each area covered by,
4 . 2. RS 8 Eevielig EPEtm) leEe) CHEllEEe elf C2en fikel el propation material with all the agronomic activities related to EUREPGAP| Major
greenhouse? . . .
documentation requirements of this area. No N/A
Has a visual identification or reference system for fields, orchard or Every. f'.eld’ U @ ESTIRIED I phy3|.c 2l s, G LEli) .
4 . 2. . description, map, landmarks and/or e.g. a unique code, name, number or| Minor
greenhouses been established?
colour used on all records that refer to that area. No N/A.
5 SOIL AND SUBSTRATE MANAGEMENT
5.1 Soil Mapping
5 1 Have soil maps been prepared for the growing area? The type of sail is |<.:1ent|f|ed for each S|tg, based on a soil profile or soil Recom.
analysis or local (regional) cartographic soil-type map.
5.2 Cultivation
5.2. EVE UEETIIEED begn uged LIE] a.re PICEE A 2D CIF IETEND Sl Techniques applied are suitable for use on the land. Recom.
structure, and to avoid soil compaction?
5.3 Soil Erosion
Are field cultivation techniques used to reduce the possibility of soil Thgre 1S vnsyal C LRI ewdg.nce € GRS IS IEETIELED e S, .
5 .3. erosion? drains, sowing grass or green fertilizers, trees and bushes on borders of|] Minor
' sites, etc.
5.4 Soil Fumigation
There is written evidence and justification for the use of soil fumigants
5.4, Is there a written justification for the use of soil fumigants? including location, date, active ingredient, doses, method of application and| Major
operator.
. . L . The grower is able to demonstrate assessment of alternatives to chemical
Are alternatives to chemical fumigation explored before resorting to the use| . . . . . .
5 .4. . . soil fumigation through technical knowledge, written evidence or accepted| Minor
of chemical fumigants? )
local practice.
5.5 Substrates
Does the grower participate in substrate recyclin rogrammes for UL EENEr DEses  [Teees Tl GUEMINES - [CH7Elel elel GRS
5 .5. 9 P P ycling - prog Invoices/loading dockets are acceptable. If there is no participation in a] Recom.

substrates where available?

recycling program available, it should be justified.
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. " . When the substrates are sterilised at the nursery, the name or reference of
If chemicals are used to sterilise substrates for reuse, has the location of| . : - .
5 L the field, orchard or greenhouse are recorded, if sterilised off the nursery| Major
sterilisation been recorded? . ; -
then the name and location of the company which sterilises the substrate.
The following are all correctly recorded: the dates of sterilisation
If chemicals are used to sterilise substrates for reuse, has the date off(day/month/year); the name and active ingredient; the machinery (e.g.
5 sterilisation, type of chemical, method of sterilisation and name of the[1000 I-tank etc); the method (e.g. drenching, fogging); and the operator’s| Minor
operator been recorded? name (the person who actually applied the chemicals and did the
sterilisation).
5 When substrates are reused, has steaming been used for sterilisation? When supstrates e FEUSER, CRBUMIET 20 GHEETED S 10 il SiEzmlig Recom.
is the option used.
Are substrates fraceable 1o the source and do not come from designated There are records that prove the origin of the substrates being used: These
5 . records demonstrate that the substrates do not come from designated] Recom.
conservation areas? .
conservation areas.
6 FERTILISER USE
6 . Advice on Quantity and Type of Fertiliser
. . Documentary evidence must be available that demonstrates training and
Can the technically responsible person demonstrate competence to . . . . .
6 . . - . . . competence of the technically responsible person to determine quantity and| Minor
determine quantity and type of fertilizer (organic and inorganic) to use? . . . .
type of fertilizer (organic and inorganic) to use. No N/A.
6 . Records of Application
Have all applications of soil and foliar fertilizers, both organic and REERI El LEple @ elll i) appllcatlons, GG IO G .
6 . . . L area, the name or reference of the field, orchard or greenhouse where the| Minor
inorganic, been recorded including field, orchard or greenhouse reference? . .
registered product is located. No N/A.
Have all application dates of soil and foliar fertilizers, both organic and|Detailed in the records of all fertilizer applications are the exact dates .
6 . . s Minor
inorganic, been recorded? (day/month/year) of the application. No N/A.
6 Have all applications of soil and foliar fertilizers, both organic and|Detailed in the records of all fertilizer applications are the trade name, type Minor
inorganic, been recorded including applied fertilizer types? of fertilizer (e.g. N, P. K) or concentrations (e.g. 17-17-17). No N/A.
Have all applied quantities of soil and foliar fertilizers, both organic and|Detailed in the records of all fertilizer application is the amount of product .
6 . . . . Minor
inorganic, been recorded? to be applied in weight or volume. No N/A.
Have all applications of soil and foliar fertilizers, both organic and Detall.ed I U (Eseles @F Ell el app.)llcatlo.ns. ar.e e appllcat.lon .
6 . . . . S machinery type used and the method (e.g. via the irrigation or mechanical| Minor
inorganic, been recorded including the method of application? R
distribution). No N/A.
6 Have all applications of soil and foliar fertilizers, both organic and|Detailed in the records of all fertilizer applications is the name of the Minor

inorganic, been recorded including the operator details?

operator who has applied the fertilizer. No N/A.
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6 . Application Machinery
There are maintenance records (date and type of maintenance) or invoices
6 Is fertilizer application machinery kept in good condition? of spare parts of both the organic and inorganic fertilizer application| Minor
machinery available on request.
There are documented records stating that the verification of calibration
. . - N . o has been carried out by a specialised company, supplier of fertilization
Is inorganic fertilizer application machinery verified annually to ensure . . . o
6 - . equipment or by the technically responsible person within the last 12| Recom.
accurate fertilizer delivery? o . . . .
months. Verification of calibration covers the quantity per time and per
area.
6 . Fertiliser Storage
Is there an inorganic fertilizer stock inventory up to date and available at|A stock inventory which indicates the contents of the store (type and .
. . L Minor
the nursery? amount) is available and it is updated at least every 3 months.
The minimum requirement is an air space separated from crop protection
6 Are inorganic fertilizers stored separately from crop protection products? products storage facilities, to prevent cross contamination between| Minor
fertilizers and crop protection products.
The covered area is suitable to protect all inorganic fertilizers, i.e. powders,
6 Are inorganic fertilizers stored in a covered area? granules or liquids, from atmospheric influences like sunlight, frost and| Minor
rain.
Inorganic fertilizers, i.e. powders, granules or liquids, are stored in an area
6 Are inorganic fertilizers stored in a clean area? that is free from waste, does not constitute a breeding place for rodents,| Minor
and where spillage and leakage is cleared away.
6 Are inorganic fertilizers stored in a dry area? T.he. stqrage area.for all inorganic fert!llzers, i.e. powders, granL.JIes or Minor
liquids, is well ventilated and free from rainwater or heavy condensation.
All inorganic fertilizers, i.e. powders, granules or liquids are stored in a
manner which poses minimum risk of contamination to water sources, i.e.
Are inorganic fertilizers stored in an appropriate manner, which reduces the|liquid fertilizer stores must be bunded (according to national and local .
6 . L o . . . . . Minor
risk of contamination of water courses? legislation, or capacity to 110% of the biggest container if there is no
applicable legislation), and consideration has been given to the proximity to
water courses and flood risks, etc.
6 gr:t ;?;rlganlc and organic fertilizers stored separate from plant propagation Fertilizers are not stored with plant propagation material. Major
Is organic fertilizer stored in an appropriate manner, which reduces the risk I CEENIS Wiy 19 Beite) 1 D) (SE, WS SIEeD Susl) b &
6 9 pprop ’ designated area, at least 25 meters from direct water sources and bodies| Recom.

of contamination of the environment?

of surface water in particular.
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6 . Organic Fertiliser
6 Is human sewage sludge not used in the nursery? No human sewage sludge is used on the nursery. No N/A. Major
. . . - . . |Documentary evidence is available to demonstrate that the following
Has a risk assessment been carried out for organic fertilizer which L . L . .
6 . . . N potential risks have been considered: disease transmission, weed seed| Minor
considers its source and characteristics, before application? .
content, method of composting etc.
6 Has account been taken of the nutrient contribution of organic fertilizer]An analysis is carried out, which takes into account the contents of N-P-K Recom
applications? nutrients in organic fertilizer applied. )
6 . Inorganic Fertiliser
. . - . . Documentary evidence detailing chemical content is available for all
Are purchased inorganic fertilizers accompanied by documentary evidence]. . . . .
6 of chemical content? inorganic fertilizers used on propagation materials grown under] Recom.
’ EUREPGAP within the last 12-month period.
7 IRRIGATION/FERTIGATION
7 . Predicting Irrigation Requirements
Have systematic methods of prediction been used to calculate the water Calculatlons. CUD EVEIEND el IS EMhentze b Y CAE] [EEES O rgln
7 . . . gauges, drainage trays for substrate, evaporation meters, water tension| Recom.
requirement of the propagation material? o . . . .
meters (% of moisture in the soil) and soil maps.
7 Is predicted rainfall taken into account when calculating irrigation|Documented records are available of predicted and actual rainfall (rain Recom
application? gauges). )
. . L L. The grower is able to demonstrate via documentation which data is used to
7 Is evaporation taken into account when calculating irrigation application? . Recom.
calculate the evaporation rate and how.
7 . Irrigation/Fertigation Method
- . . . The irrigation system used is the most efficient available for the
Has the most efficient and commercially practical water delivery system . . s .
7 e propagation material and accepted as such within good agricultural] Recom.
been used to ensure the best utilization of water resources? practice
7 Is there a water management plan to optimise water usage and reduce|A documented plan is available which outlines the steps and actions to be Recom
waste? taken to implement the management plan. )
Records are kept which indicate the date and volume per water meter or
per irrigation unit. If the grower works with irrigation programmes, the
7 Are records of irrigation/fertigation water usage maintained? calculated and actual irrigated water volume should be written down in the] Recom.

records. All legal extraction permits and licences pertaining to the nursery
are available.
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7.3 Quantity of Irrigation Water
Untreated sewage water is not used for irrigation/fertigation. Where treated
L . sewage water is used, water quality complies with the WHO published .
?
7 .3. Is or has untreated sewage water not been used for irrigation/fertigation? Guidelines for the Safe Use of Wastewater and Excreta in Agriculture and Major
Aquaculture 1989. No N/A.
Has an annual risk assessment for irrigation/fertigation water pollution|The risk assessment must consider potential microbial, chemical or|
7 .3. . . L Recom.
been completed? physical pollution of all sources of irrigation/fertigation water.
7 .3. Is irrigation water analysed at least once a year? The r!sk analys.ls Eellle) VR U EIEigy REEEEeEly ) EElEs i Recom.
irrigation water if done more frequently than annual.
7 .3 . Is the analysis carried out by a suitable laboratory? The laboratory is able to analyse: N, P, K, Ec and pH. Recom.
7 3 Does the analysis consider the microbial contaminants? A(I:cord.lng to the I.‘ISk analysis, there is a documented record of the relevant Recom.
microbial contaminants.
7 .3 . Does the analysis consider the chemical pollutants? Accor.dlng tg U (i3S EEES, HEho) 15 & Ceelntutsel (Eess) Cf Clny Recom.
chemical residues.
7 3 Does the analysis consider the heavy metal pollutants? According to the risk analysis, there is a documented record of any heavy Recom.
metals contaminants.
Records are available of what actions have been taken and what the results
7 .3. Have any adverse results been acted upon? Recom.
are so far.
7.4 Supply of Irrigation/Fertigation Water
7 .4 . Has irrigation water been abstracted from sustainable sources? SUREIELID so.u r 55 G110 COlEss el SN CRelie WEIG)? MielEy mefint] Recom.
(average) conditions.
7 .4 . Has advice on abstraction been sought from water authorities? Documented records are available (letter, license). Recom.
8 CROP PROTECTION
8 .1 Basic Elements of Crop Protection
RS ) protectlgn g propagatlon mat.enals .ag.;alnst pests, dllseases af‘d All crop protection product inputs are documented and include written .
8 . 1 weeds been achieved with the appropriate minimum propagation material|. =~ ... . . . Minor
. . justifications, target and intervention thresholds. No N/A.
protection product input?
8 1 Do growers apply recognised IPM techniques? Ewdepce is avgllable to prove implementation of IPM techniques, where Recom.
technically feasible.
L . N When the level of a pest, disease or weed requires repeated controls in the
Have anti-resistance recommendations been followed to maintain the - . . - A .
8 . 1 . . . propagation materials, there is evidence that anti-resistance] Minor
effectiveness of available crop protection products? . . e
recommendations are followed if specified by the product label.
. s . . The technically responsible person at the nursery has received formal
8 . 1 ED EESREE) Il SN EVE G AU SRR ES e i U documented training and / or the external technical IPM consultant can| Minor

training or advice?

demonstrate their technical qualifications.
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8 . Choice of Chemicals
8
8
An up to date documented annual list is available of the commercial brand
Is a current list kept of Crop Protection Products that are used and names .(?f crop protec.;tl.on produ.cts (il Unzle esnns |ngred|§nt .
8 approved for use on propagation material being grown? composition, or beneficial organisms) that are used on propagation| Minor
PP ’ material being, or which have been, grown under EUREPGAP within the
last 12 months. No N/A
The up to date documented list of all commercial brands of crop protection
products that are used and officially registered for use on crops being
8 Does this list take account of any changes in local and national crop|currently grown at the nursery or which have been grown under Minor
protection product legislation? EUREPGAP within the last 12 months has been updated according to all
the applicable latest changes in crop protection product legislation re crop
approvals, harvest intervals, etc. No N/A.
8
8
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8
Is the correct application rate of the crop protection product for the|There is documented evidence that shows that the correct application rate
8 propagation material to be treated accurately calculated, prepared and|of the crop protection product has followed label instructions and has been| Minor
9 y
recorded, following label instructions? accurately calculated, prepared and recorded. No N/A.
8 . Records of Application
8
8
8
8 Has the operator been identified for crop protection product applications? i GEEFEET EMiTe) Eiep PrREsion [FeelEs (i2s Begn e i i Minor
records. No N/A.
Have all the crop protection product applications been recorded including|The common name of the pest(s), disease(s) or weed(s) treated is .
8 S L . . o Minor
justification for application? documented in all crop protection product application records. No N/A.
8 Have all the crop protection product applications been recorded including{ The technically responsible person making the crop protection product Minor
the technical authorisation for application? recommendation has been identified in the records. No N/A.
All crop protection product application records specify the total amount of
Have all the crop protection product applications been recorded including|product to be applied in weight or volume, or the total quantity of water (or .
8 o . - . . - . . . . - . Minor
appropriate information to identify the product quantity applied? other carrier medium), and dosage in g/l or internationally recognised
measures for the crop protection product. No N/A.
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Have all the crop protection product applications been recorded including
the application machinery used?

The application machinery type, for all the crop protection products applied
(if there are various units, these are identified individually), and the method
used (i.e. knapsack, high volume, U.L.V., via the irrigation system, dusting,
fogger, aerial, or another method), are detailed in all crop protection
product application records. No N/A.

Minor

Application Equipment

Is application equipment kept in good condition?

The crop protection product application machinery is kept in a good state of]
repair with documented evidence of up to date maintenance sheets for all
repairs, oil changes, etc. undertaken. No N/A.

Minor

Is the application equipment verified annually?

The crop protection product application machinery has been verified for|
correct operation within the last 12 months and this is certified or|
documented either by participation in an official scheme or by having been
carried out by a person who can demonstrate their competence. No N/A.

Minor

Is the grower involved in an independent calibration-certification scheme?

The grower's involvement in an independent calibration -certification
scheme is documented.

Recom.

When mixing crop protection products, are the correct handling and filling
procedures, followed as stated on the label?

Facilities, including appropriate measuring equipment, must be adequate
for mixing crop protection products, so that the correct handling and filling
procedures, as stated on the label, can be followed. No N/A.

Minor

Disposal of Surplus Application Mix

Is surplus application mix or tank washings disposed of according to
national or local law, where it exists, or in its absence according to points
8.6.2 and 8.6.3, either of which in this case must be complied with in order|
to comply with this minor must?

Surplus mix or tank washings are disposed of according to the national or
local legislation or, in its absence, according to points 8.6.2 and 8.6.3. No
N/A.

Minor

Is surplus application mix or tank washings applied over an untreated part
of the propagation material, as long as the recommended dose is not
exceeded and records kept?

When surplus application mix or tank washings are applied over an
untreated part of the propagation material, there is evidence that the
recommended doses (as stated on the label) have not been exceeded and
all the treatment have been recorded in the same manner and detail as a
normal crop protection product application.

Recom.

Are surplus application mixes or tank washings applied onto designated
fallow land, where legally allowed, and records kept?

When surplus application mix or tank washings are applied onto
designated fallow land, it can be demonstrated that this is legal practice
and all the treatments have been recorded in the same manner and detail
as a normal crop protection product application, and avoiding risk of]
surface water contamination.

Recom.
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8 . Crop Protection Product Storage and Handling
8 .1 Are crop protection products stored in accordance with local regulations? L2tS crpp protection .product. storage faC|I|t|e§ chpIy iy a!l Ui Minor
appropriate current national, regional and local legislation and regulations.
8 o Are crop protection products stored in a location that is sound? The crop protection product storage facilities are built in a manner which is Minor
structurally sound and robust. No N/A.
8 . 3. Are crop protection products stored in a location that is secure? LD Gepp [lieiiEa (e (pieeles Qe TEliEs S L SERI Uels? e Minor
and key. No N/A.
Are crop protection products stored in a location that is appropriate to the|The crop protection product storage facilities are built of materials or .
8 .4 . . Minor
temperature conditions? located so as to protect against temperature extremes. No N/A.
The crop protection product storage facilities are built of materials that are
8 . 5 Are crop protection products stored in a location that is fire-resistant? fire resistant (Minimum requirement RF 30: 30 minutes resistance). No| Minor
N/A.
Are crop protection products stored in a location that is well ventilated (in|The crop protection product storage facilities have sufficient and constant .
8 . 6 . S . . . Minor
case of walk-in storage)? ventilation of fresh air to avoid a build up of harmful vapours. No N/A.
The crop protection product storage facilities have or are located in areas
8 7 Are crop protection products stored in a location that is well lit? with sufficient illumination both by natural and by artificial lighting, to| Minor
ensure that all product labels can be read easily on the shelves. No N/A.
Are crop protection products stored in a location that is located away from|The crop protection product storage facilities are located in a separate air .
8 . 8 . . . Minor
other materials? space independent from any other materials. No N/A.
Is all crop protection product storage shelving made of non-absorbent|The crop protection product storage facilities are equipped with shelving
8 .9 . s . . - . Recom.
material? which is not absorbent in case of spillage, e.g. metal, rigid plastic.
The crop protection product storage facilities have retaining tanks or are
8 .10 Is the crop protection product store able to retain spillage? el ESElieling 1o U VAt o stored.llql.nd, to ensure t.hat =TS Minor
cannot be any leakage, seepage or contamination to the exterior of the
store. No N/A.
The crop protection product storage facilities or the crop protection product
8 .1 Are there facilities for measuring crop protection products? filling/mixing area if this is different, have measuring equipment whose Minor

graduation for containers and calibration verification for scales has been
verified annually by the grower. No N/A.
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.12

Are there facilities for mixing crop protection products?

The crop protection product storage facilities or the crop protection product
filling/mixing area if this is different, are equipped with utensils, e.g.
buckets, water source etc. for the safe and efficient handling of all crop
protection products which can be applied. No N/A.

Minor

.13

Are there facilities to deal with spillage?

The crop protection product storage facilities and all fixed filling/mixing
areas are equipped with a container of absorbent inert material such as
sand, floor brush and dustpan and plastic bags, that must be signposted
and in a fixed location, to be used in case of spillage of crop protection
product. No N/A.

Minor

.14

Are keys and access to the crop protection product store limited to workers
with formal training in the handling of crop protection products?

The crop protection product storage facilities are kept locked and physical
access is only granted in the presence of persons who can demonstrate
formal training in the safe handling and use of crop protection products. No
N/A.

Minor

.15

Is the product inventory documented and readily available?

A stock inventory which indicates the contents of the store is available and
it is updated at least every 3 months.

Minor

.16

Are all crop protection products stored in their original package?

All the crop protection products that are currently in the store are kept in
the original containers and packs, in the case of breakage only, the new
package must contain all the information of the original label. No N/A.

Minor

A7

Are only those crop protection products that are approved for use on the
crops grown in the crop rotation stored separated within the crop protection
product store?

All the crop protection products currently kept in the crop protection product
store or which are indicated on the stock rotation records are officially
approved and registered (point 8.2.3) for application on the crops within the
crop rotation program. Crop protection products used for purposes other|
than application on crops within the rotation are clearly identified and
stored separated from the EUREPGAP crop protection products store.

Minor

.18

Are liquids not stored on shelves above powders?

All the crop protection products that are liquid formulations are stored on
shelving which is never above those products that are powder or granular|
formulations. No N/A.

Minor

Empty Crop Protection Product Containers

Are empty crop protection product containers not re-used?

There is no evidence that empty crop protection product containers have
been or currently are being re-used in any form or manner. No N/A.

Minor
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Does disposal of empty crop protection product containers occur in a
manner that avoids exposure to humans?

The system used to dispose of empty crop protection product containers
ensures that persons cannot come into physical contact with the empty
containers by having a secure storage point, safe handling system prior to
the disposal and a disposal method that avoids exposure to persons. No
N/A.

Minor

Does disposal of empty crop protection product containers occur in a
manner that avoids contamination of the environment?

The system of disposal of empty crop protection product containers
minimises the risk of contamination of the environment, watercourses and
flora and fauna, by having a safe storage point and a handling system prior
to disposal by an environmentally responsible method. No N/A.

Minor

Are official collection and disposal systems used?

Where official collection and disposal systems exist, there are documented
records of participation by the grower.

Minor

Are containers not re-used, and where a collection system exists are they
adequately stored, labelled and handled according to the rules of a
collection system?

All the empty crop protection product containers, once emptied, are not
reused, and have been adequately stored, labelled and handled, according
to the requirements of official collection and disposal schemes where
applicable. No N/A.

Minor

Are empty containers rinsed either via the use of an integrated pressure-
rinsing device on the application equipment, or at least three times with
water?

Installed on the crop protection product application machinery there is
pressure-rinsing equipment for crop protection product containers or there
are clear written instructions to rinse each container 3 times prior to its
disposal. No N/A.

Minor

Is the rinsate from empty containers returned to the application equipment
tank?

Either via the use of a container-handling device or via written procedure
for the application equipment operators, the rinsate from the empty crop
protection product containers is always put back into the application
equipment tank when mixing. No N/A.

Minor

Are empty containers kept secure until disposal is possible?

There is a designated secure store point for all empty crop protection
product containers prior to disposal that is isolated from the crop and
packaging materials i.e. permanently signed and with physically restricted
access for persons and fauna.

Minor

Are all local regulations regarding disposal or destruction of containers
observed?

All the relevant national, regional and local regulations and legislation if it
exists, has been complied with regarding the disposal of empty crop
protection product containers.

Minor

Obsolete Crop Protection Products

Are obsolete crop protection products securely maintained and identified
and disposed of by authorised or approved channels?

There are documented records that indicate that obsolete crop protection
products have been disposed of by officially authorised channels. When
this is not possible, obsolete crop protection products are securely
maintained and identifiable.

Minor
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9 WASTE AND POLLUTION MANAGEMENT, RECYCLING AND RE-USE
9 . Identification of Waste and Pollutants
Have all possible waste products been identified in all areas of the]All possible waste products produced by the production processes have Recom
business? been catalogued and documented. )
Potential sources of pollution (e.g. fertilizer excess, exhaust smoke for
9 Have potential sources of pollution been identified? heating units etc.) have been catalogued and documented for all the] Recom.
processes.
9 . Waste and Pollution Action plan
Is there a documented plan to avoid or reduce wastage and pollution and|A comprehensive, current, documented plan that covers wastage reduction,
. 8 . - . L . Recom.
avoid the use of landfill or burning, by waste recycling? pollution and waste recycling is available.
. . There are visible actions and measures at the nursery that confirm that the
9 Has this waste management plan been implemented? . . . . . Recom.
objectives of the waste and pollution action plan are being carried out.
Incidental and insignificant litter and waste on the designated areas are
. . acceptable as well the waste from the current day’s work. All other litter and
9 Are the nursery and premises clear of litter and waste? . L Recom.
waste has been cleared up. Areas where propagation material is handled
indoors are cleaned at least once a day.
There are designated areas to store litter and waste. Different types of|
9 Do the premises have adequate provisions for waste disposal? vyaste ar? foZIES] Ele] ST separately.. Si[287 EEeE] G e arg Recom.
rinsed with water, crushed and stored in a secure area or room until
disposal unless they are returnable to the distributor.
10 . WORKERS HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE
10 . Risk Assessments
10 Has a risk assessment for safe and healthy working conditions been|There is a documented and current risk assessment based on national, Recom
) carried out? regional and local legislation and sectorial agreements. )
Has this risk assessment been used to develop an action plan to promote|There is a documented action plan that refers to the non-compliance, the
10 . . o - . . . Recom.
safe and healthy working conditions? action to be taken with a timetable and the person responsible.
10 . Training
Records indicate that the required instructions or training program are in
10 Has formal training or instructions been given to all workers operating|place and that there is a copy of the attendance certificates or a signed list Minor

dangerous or complex equipment?

of workers who attended a training course. Records to include sub
contracted service providers.
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A record is kept for each worker which contains the required training
0.2 .2 Is a record of training kept for each worker? programmes and a copy of the attendance certificates or their signature on| Recom.
a list of people who attended a training course.
At least one person who has had First Aid training within the last 5 years
Is there always at least one person trained in First Aid present at each|must be present at each nursery at any one time whenever propagation
0.2 .3 nursery at any one time whenever propagation activities are being carried|activities are being carried out. Applicable legislation on First Aid training| Recom.
out? must be followed where it exists. Propagation activities includes growing
and transport.
There are documented, understandable and verbally communicated
instructions made to the workers enabling them to know how to act in
0. 2 . 4 Are accident and emergency instructions clearly understood by all workers?|accident and emergency situations. These instructions are available in the] Minor
predominant languages of the workforce. Instructions are supported by
symbols where possible. No N/A.
Have all workers received basic hygiene training for the handling of BOth. W S Bl instrugtions IS EET Instructior)s are mad.e .by
. . . . . ) . |qualified people (nurse, quality manager etc.) as an inductor-training
10. 2 .5 propagation material regarding hand cleaning, skin cuts; and only smoking, . ; . . . . Recom.
h L . course for hygiene. All new workers receive these instructions. This training
eating and drinking in permitted areas? . . - .
and the giving of instructions is documented.
There is evidence that the company visitor personal hygiene procedures
Are all subcontractors and visitors aware of the relevant demands on|and requirements are officially communicated to visitors and
0.2 .6 . . e . .| Recom.
personal hygiene? subcontractors (i.e. the company visitor personal hygiene procedures are in
a visible place where all visitors or subcontractors read them).
10. 3 Facilities, equipment and accident procedures
Complete first aid boxes according to national regulation and
. . . I recommendations must be available and accessible in the vicinity of the .
10.3,1 AT A S E IS I DT GRS work. Where there is a risk of theft, the supervisor may carry a first aid box s
with him/her or in his/her means of transport.
0.3 .2 Are hazards dlearly identified by warning signs? P.ermanent and legible signs must indicate potential hazards, e.g. waste Recom.
pits, fuel tanks, workshops as well as the treated crop etc.
Written procedures must describe how to act in the event of an accident or
emergency. The procedures must clearly identify the contact persons;
0.3, 3 Do accident and emergency procedures exist? indicate the location of the nearest means of communication (telephone,| Minor

radio); display an up-to-date list of relevant phone numbers (police,
ambulance, hospital, fire-brigade); and be available at all times. No N/A .
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10 .

Is the accident procedure evident within 10 meters of the crop protection
product store?

An accident procedure containing all information detailed in 12.3.3 must
visually display the basic steps of primary accident care and be accessible
by all persons within 10 meters of the crop protection product storage
facilities and all mixing areas. No N/A.

Minor

10 .

Are signs warning of potential dangers placed on access doors?

There are permanent and clear hazard warning signs on or next to the
access doors of the crop protection product and fertiliser storage facilities.
No N/A.

Minor

10 .

Crop Protection Product Handling

10 .

Are the workers who handle and apply crop protection products trained?

All personnel who physically handle or apply crop protection product
products can demonstrate their competence and knowledge via official
qualifications or specific training course attendance certificates. No N/A.

Minor

10 .

Are all staff which has contact with crop protection products submitted
voluntarily to annual health checks in line with guidelines laid down in local
codes of practice?

If applicable, health checks to which all staff which has contact with crop
protection products are voluntarily submitted comply with national, regional
or local codes of practice.

Recom.

10 .

Protective Clothing/Equipment

10 .

Are workers (including subcontractors) equipped with suitable protective
clothing in accordance with label instructions?

Complete sets of protective clothing, (e.g. rubber boots, waterproof|
clothing, protective overalls, rubber gloves, face masks etc.) which enable
crop protection product label instructions to be complied with are available
and in a good state of repair. No N/A.

Major

10 .

Is protective clothing cleaned after use?

There are procedures in place to clean the protective clothing after use.

Minor

10 .

Are growers able to demonstrate that they follow label instructions with
regard to use of protective clothing and equipment?

There are appropriate recommendations or procedures for the use of]
protective clothing and equipment, and are available and used by all
workers handling or applying crop protection products, according to the
label recommendations. No N/A.

Minor

10 .

Is protective clothing and equipment stored separately from crop protection
products?

All the protective clothing and equipment including replacements filters etc.,
are stored apart and physically separate from the crop protection products
in a well-ventilated area. No N/A.

Major

10 .

Are there facilities to deal with operator contamination?

All crop protection product storage facilities and all filling/mixing areas
present on the nursery have eye wash capability, a source of clean water
no more than 10 meters distant, a complete first aid kit and a clear
accident procedure with emergency contact telephone numbers or basic
steps of primary accident care, all permanently and clearly signed. No N/A.

Minor
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10 . Welfare
Documentation is available that demonstrates that a clearly identified,
Is a member of management clearly identifiable as responsible for workerjnamed member of management has responsibility for ensuring compliance .
10 . . . . . . Minor
health, safety and welfare issues? with existing, current and relevant national and local regulations on worker
health, safety and welfare issues. No N/A.
Records show that the concerns of the workers about health, safety and
welfare are being recorded in meetings planned and held at least twice a
L. . year between management and employees of the registered sites, at which
Do regular two way communication meetings take place between .
10 . . matters related to the business and worker health, safety or welfare can be] Recom.
management and employees? Are there records from such meetings? . . N I o
discussed openly (without fear or intimidation or retribution). The auditor is
not required to make judgments about the content, accuracy or outcome of|
such records.
10 . Visitor Safety
There is evidence that the company visitor personal safety procedures and
10 Are all subcontractors and visitors aware of the relevant demands on|requirements are officially communicated to visitors and subcontractors Minor
’ personal safety? (i.e. the company visitor personal safety procedures are in a visible place
where all visitors or subcontractors can read them).
11 ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES
1. Impact of operations on the Environment
Does the grower understand and assess the impact his/her activities have UG 'S. a.1bl.e.to demonstrat.e hls/her. kngwledge I compet?nce il
11 . . regards to minimising the potential negative impact, such as nutrient loss,| Recom.
on the environment? . . .
of the growing activity on the local environment.
. . There are tangible actions and initiatives that can be demonstrated by the
Has the grower considered how he/she can enhance the environment for . B . O
11 . - . grower either on the nursery or by participation in a group that is active in| Recom.
the benefit of the local community and flora and fauna? .
environmental support schemes.
1. Wildlife and Conservation Policy
1 Has a congervatlon .management plan been established (either individually There is a documented wildlife conservation statement. Minor
or on a regional basis)?
- . . _|There is a documented wildlife conservation plan that refers specifically to
Does the grower have a management of wildlife and conservation policy . . . . . .
11 . the nursery operations. This can be a regional or national plan, provided itf Recom.

plan for his/her property?

is implemented on the nursery operations.
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Is this policy compatible with sustainable commercial agricultural The conter)ts e ob!ectlves @ 10 el (D [l cqmpatlblllty
11 . . b . . with sustainable agriculture and demonstrate a reduced environmental| Recom.
production and does it minimise environmental impact? impact
. . . There is a commitment within the conservation plan to undertake a base
Does the plan contemplate the undertaking of a baseline audit to|,. . . e
1 . . . . . line audit of the current levels, location, condition etc. of the fauna and flora] Recom.
understand existing animal and plant diversity on the nursery? .
on nursery so as to enable actions to be planned.
Does the plan contemplate taking action to avoid damage and deterioration|Within the conservation plan there is a clear list of priorities and actions to
11 . . . h . Recom.
of habitats on the nursery? rectify damaged or deteriorated habitats on the nursery.
. . Within the conservation plan there is a clear list of priorities and actions to
Does the plan contemplate the creation of an action plan to enhance . . . .
11 . . - R . enhance habitats for fauna and flora where viable and increase bio-| Recom.
habitats and increase bio-diversity on the nursery? . .
diversity on the nursery.
1. Unproductive Sites
11 Has consideration been given to the conversion of unproductive sites into|Where viable, there are plans to convert unproductive sites on the nursery Recom
) conservation areas? into conservation areas for fauna and flora. )
12 COMPLAINT FORM
. . . . . .. |There must be at the nursery, and available on request, a clearly
Is there a complaint form available relating to issues of compliance with]. o . . . . . .
12 . EUREPGAP standard? identifiable document for complaints relating to issues of compliance with| Major
) EUREPGAP. No N/A.
Does the complaints procedure ensure that complaints are adequatel There are documents of the actions taken with respect to such complaints
12 . P P P q y regarding EUREPGAP standard deficiencies found in products or services.| Major

recorded, studied and followed up including a record of actions taken?

No N/A.
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|ANNEX 1: GUIDELINES FOR RISK ASSESSMENT FOR NEW PLANTINGS

|Control Point: |

Eurep question 4.1.1 states: “ Is there a risk assessment for new agricultural sites, that show the site in question to
be suitable for food production with regards to Food safety, operator health and the environment?”

|Compliance Criteria: |

The compliance criteria for this question state: There is a documented food safety, operator health, and
environmental risk assessment that takes into account prior use of land, type of soil, erosion, quality and level of
groundwater, availability of sustainable water sources, and impact on and of the adjacent area ( See EUREPGAP
guidelines ). When the assessment identifies a non-controllable risk that is critical to health and/or to the environment,
the site must not be used for agricultural activities.”

|Legislation: |

Local regulations should be checked first of all to verify legal compliance.

|Prior use of land should cover: |

Previous crops.

For example, cotton farmers are heavy users of residual herbicides that can have long-term effects on later cereal and
other crops.

Industrial or military use.

For example, former vehicle parks may have considerable petroleum contamination.

Landfill or mining sites.

May have unacceptable wastes in their subsoil that can contaminate subsequent crops, or be subject to sudden
subsidence endangering persons working on the land.

Natural vegetation

Might harbour pests, diseases, and weeds

[Type of soil should cover:

Structural suitability for intended crops
Structural susceptibility to erosion

Chemical suitability for intended crops
Erosion:

The study should determine if there are, or could be, uneven losses of topsoil that may affect crop yields, and affect
land and water downstream.

Landform

Drainage patterns:

Liability to flooding and/or erosion
Conformation & slope:

Erosion of the soil

Safety of persons operating machinery:
Transportation of the harvested crop

Wind exposure:

Excessive wind speeds can cause crop losses
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ANNEX 1: GUIDELINES FOR RISK ASSESSMENT FOR NEW PLANTINGS

Evaluation of Water should cover: |

Water quality:

To be determined by an appropriate laboratory capable of performing chemical and microbiological analysis up to
ISO 17025 level, or national equivalent.

Availability:

Adequacy throughout the year, or at least the proposed growing season.

Authorization for use:

Assurance of the predicted quantities required by the crop.

Rights of other users

Local laws or customs may recognize other users whose needs may pre-empt agricultural use at times.

Environmental impact

While legal, some extraction rates could adversely affect flora and fauna associated with or dependent on the
watersource

|Impact analysis should cover:

Internal:

Dust, smoke and noise problems caused by operation of agricultural machinery.
Contamination of downstream sites by silt-laden or chemical-laden runoff.
Spray drift

Insects attracted by the crop, its waste, or manuring operations

External:

Smoke, fumes and dust from nearby industrial or transport installations including roads with heavy traffic
Silt-laden or chemical-laden runoff from upstream farming operations

Depredations by pests from nearby natural or conservation areas

Theft by inhabitants of nearby communities

Adjacent farming activities

Availability of adequate transport to markets

Availability of adequate labour

Availability of inputs
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ANNEX 2: CROP PROTECTION PRODUCT USE IN COUNTRIES THAT ALLOW EXTRAPOLATION
Registration Scheme in Country of | Safe Use Cirteria in this Situation (Operator and Authorisation of Crop Protection
Use Environment) Products for Use on Individual Crops

A [NO REGISTRATION SCHEME EXISTS _|CPPs that are used must have clear guidance for the user to|Extrapolated Uses are permitted
Some control over CPP imports may be in |allow for the safe use of the product in line with the

place "International Code of Conduct on the Distribution and use
of Pesticides" (FAO Rome 2002).
B [A REGISTRATION SCHEME EXISTS The user of the CPP which is a direct import must be 1.The imported CPP carries a label which

Imported CPPs are permitted for sale with |provided with clear guidance to allow for the safe use of the [matches the national approval.
the label of the country of origin. This may |product. This guidance could be in the form of label
be in addition to national labels for the translations or notes provided by the distributor.

CPPs

2. The imported CPP carries a label which is
different to the current national approval. In
this case this CPP can be used on the crop
where the national approval is valid.

3. The crop is not covered on the national
label. Extrapolated uses are permitted, if the
national scheme does not exclude this
practice.
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