
Context: 
BuildSkills Australia is required to conduct and provide evidence of an editing and anti-discrimination assessment. The outcome of the assessment will be submitted to the Assurance Body as part of the final submission for the Implementation of the White Card Project. 
The main goal of the Anti-Discrimination Compliance checks is to ensure that all draft training package products adhere to and are consistent with Commonwealth and State/Territory anti-discrimination legislation, which includes:
· Racial Discrimination Act 1975
· Sex Discrimination Act 1984
· Australian Human Rights Commission Act 1986
· Disability Discrimination Act 1992
· Age Discrimination Act 2004
· Disability Standards for Education Act 2005
Purpose:
The purpose of the editing and anti-discrimination assessment is to identify any editing errors in the proposed training products and to highlight any potentially discriminatory language. 
The person conducting this assessment is required to demonstrate their expertise and to complete all stages of the report. Additionally, they must record any consultations that took place during the assessment and explain how feedback was considered and incorporated into the final training products submitted.
Instructions: 
The assessor is required to:
· Set up all product files in working document folders for editing 
· For each training product, the assessor must complete an overall editing check using integrated word tools
· Check accuracy of product coding 
· Check qualifications against editing criteria 
· Check units of competency against editing criteria 
· Check Skill sets against editing criteria
· Check CVIG against editing criteria
Use track changes and comments to provide feedback or questions in training product documents. Make note of any discriminatory or non-inclusive language to check. 
· Complete anti-discrimination assessment 
Respond to anti-discrimination questions and request the Project Manager to respond to any questions, or notes for clarification.
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	Project:
	Urban Pest Management 

	Project Manager:
	Clint Franzone

	Task Issuance Date: 
	11 March 2026

	Number of days of effort: 
	6 days 

	Proposed submission date: 
	9 June 2026 


Details of the task: 
· Edit 23 associated training products (correct any grammatical errors, improve readability, ensure consistency in tone and style)
· Completed anti-discrimination assessment for the 23 associated training products 
· Edited final BuildSkills report
Contract variation:
· A further review and revision of the Urban Pest Management training products to incorporate Assurance Body design principles and associated drafting requirements. 
· Any associated amendments required to ensure the training products align with Assurance Body expectations prior to final submission 

Please note: Each training product listed above is to be 1. assessed against the editing criteria (specific to the training product type), and 2. assessed using the Anti-discrimination assessment.
	Name of Assessor: 
	Tina Berghella

	Submission date of the final report: 
	09/06/26

	An outline of the assessor’s skills and experience:
Tina Berghella has over 25 years of experience working as an independent consultant in the VET sector.
Her qualifications include a Bachelor of Applied Science (Hons), a Post Graduate Diploma in Management Studies, a Graduate Diploma in Adult Language, Literacy and Numeracy Practice, a Diploma in Quality Auditing, a Diploma of Training and Assessment, a Certificate IV in Small Business Management and a Certificate IV in Training and Assessment.
As a member of the Australian Government’s Training Package Quality Assurance Panel from 2008 until its closure, Tina conducted over 50 equity reviews of training package submissions.
Tina is an LLND specialist experienced with working with learners who are disadvantaged. She has also worked with disability and mental health services to develop and implement quality systems to meet industry standards and support internal capacity building.

	Assessor’s Overall Declaration:
· The updated training products that relate to the pest management project are compliant with anti-discrimination considerations. 
· The draft training package components are publication-ready subject to the edits and comments in the marked up documents.

	Date: 09/06/26

	Signature: Tina Berghella



[bookmark: _Hlk202541883]Editing Assessment; Qualification
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	Qualification Name: 

	CPP30126 Certificate III in Urban Pest Management

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM response to comments (if required)

	1. List current code and name, and new code and new name. If the qualifications are equivalent or not equivalent. 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	

	1. Check the accuracy if the qualification code and title 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Remove any duplication of qualification code and title 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of the qualification is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check modification history is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not provided 

	1. Check accuracy of qualification description and job roles

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check accuracy of foundation skills outcomes 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Chart present and all five core skills represented.

	1. Check accuracy of entry requirements (optional field)

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Optional field removed as there are no entry requirements.

	1. Check qualification packaging rules and UoC numbers add up to total 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check licensing information is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check the template for qualification is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement for ‘Not equivalent qualification’ in the mapping field.


	1. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	



Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Changes made with tracked changes.





Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM3012 Manage organisms by applying fumigants to commodities and environments

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	



Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1:Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.






Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM3019 Maintain, service and repair pest management equipment

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.

	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Change made with tracked changes










Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM3020 Maintain equipment and pesticide storage area in pest management vehicles

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.

	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.











Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM3021 Prepare for work in an urban pest management environment

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.

	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	





Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes









Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM3022 Plan urban integrated pest management 

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of competency


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	





Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.









Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM3023 Conduct integrated pest management

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.

	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made and comment added with tracked changes.







Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM3024 Inspect for and report on timber pests

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.

	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	



Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.











Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM3025 Manage timber pests

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.

	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	



Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	009/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.











Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM3043 Install termite management systems during construction

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.


	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made and comment added with tracked changes.










Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM4101 Assess and select pest management vehicle and equipment

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.

	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.












Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM4102 Schedule, organise and monitor pest management operations

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.

	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.










Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM4103 Inspect, assess and advise on pest management options for sensitive operations

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.


	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.








Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM4104 Inspect, assess and advise on pest management options for complex operations

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.


	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.








Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM4105 Implement and monitor pest management plans for sensitive operations

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.


	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.










Editing Assessment; Unit of Competency 
Units of competency and their content are presented in full 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	UoC Name: 

	CPPUPM4106 Implement and monitor pest management plans for complex operations

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM repose to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of Unit codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐

	The modification history is not on the units of c


	2. Remove duplication of Unit codes/titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of UoC is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of unit application 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	6. Check accuracy of elements and numbering of performance criteria

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check template for UoC is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	There is a variation to template requirement in the mapping field.


	9. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	10. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Not applicable

	11. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.










Editing Assessment; Skill Set  
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	Skill Set Name: 

	CPPSS00082 General Pest Management Technician Skill Set

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM response to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of skill sets codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	2. Remove duplication of skill set codes/titles 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of skill set is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of skills set description and job roles

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Job role not specified.

	6. Check the accuracy of pathways information 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check accuracy of entry requirements (optional field)
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check accuracy of foundation skills outcomes 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	9. Check skill set requirements and UoC numbers add up to total 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Criteria not applicable.

	10. Check accuracy of and function of skill set links

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Placeholder sighted

	11. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check template for skill set is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	13. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	14. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	15. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	16. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Nil.






Editing Assessment; Skill Set  
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	Skill Set Name: 

	CPPSS00084 Post-Construction Timber Pest Management Skill Set

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM response to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of skill sets codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	2. Remove duplication of skill set codes/titles 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of skill set is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of skills set description and job roles

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Job role not specified.

	6. Check the accuracy of pathways information 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check accuracy of entry requirements (optional field)
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check accuracy of foundation skills outcomes 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	9. Check skill set requirements and UoC numbers add up to total 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Criteria not applicable.

	10. Check accuracy of and function of skill set links

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Placeholder sighted

	11. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check template for skill set is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	13. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	14. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	15. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	16. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.







Editing Assessment; Skill Set  
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	Skill Set Name: 

	CPPSS00085 Fumigation Pest Management Technician Skill Set

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM response to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of skill sets codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	2. Remove duplication of skill set codes/titles 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of skill set is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of skills set description and job roles

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Job role not specified.

	6. Check the accuracy of pathways information 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check accuracy of entry requirements (optional field)
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check accuracy of foundation skills outcomes 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	9. Check skill set requirements and UoC numbers add up to total 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Criteria not applicable.

	10. Check accuracy of and function of skill set links

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Placeholder sighted

	11. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check template for skill set is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	13. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	14. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	15. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	16. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.







Editing Assessment; Skill Set  
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	Skill Set Name: 

	CPPSS00086 Commercial Pest Management Skill Set

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM response to comments (if required)

	17. Check the accuracy of skill sets codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	18. Remove duplication of skill set codes/titles 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	19. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	20. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of skill set is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	21. Check accuracy of skills set description and job roles

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Job role not specified.

	22. Check the accuracy of pathways information 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	23. Check accuracy of entry requirements (optional field)
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	24. Check accuracy of foundation skills outcomes 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	25. Check skill set requirements and UoC numbers add up to total 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Criteria not applicable.

	26. Check accuracy of and function of skill set links

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Placeholder sighted

	27. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	28. Check template for skill set is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	29. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	30. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	31. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	32. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.






Editing Assessment; Skill Set  
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	Skill Set Name: 

	CPPSS00083 Pre-Construction Termite Pest Management Skill Set

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM response to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of skill sets codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	2. Remove duplication of skill set codes/titles 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of skill set is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of skills set description and job roles

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Job role not specified.

	6. Check the accuracy of pathways information 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check accuracy of entry requirements (optional field)
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check accuracy of foundation skills outcomes 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	9. Check skill set requirements and UoC numbers add up to total 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Criteria not applicable.

	10. Check accuracy of and function of skill set links

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Placeholder sighted

	11. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check template for skill set is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	13. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	14. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	15. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	16. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Changes made with tracked changes.






Editing Assessment; Skill Set  
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	Skill Set Name: 

	CPPSS00087 Supervisory Pest Management Skill Set

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM response to comments (if required)

	1. Check the accuracy of skill sets codes and titles 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	2. Remove duplication of skill set codes/titles 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	3. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	4. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of skill set is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	5. Check accuracy of skills set description and job roles

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Job role not specified.

	6. Check the accuracy of pathways information 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	7. Check accuracy of entry requirements (optional field)
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	8. Check accuracy of foundation skills outcomes 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	9. Check skill set requirements and UoC numbers add up to total 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Criteria not applicable.

	10. Check accuracy of and function of skill set links

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Placeholder sighted

	11. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	12. Check template for skill set is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	13. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	14. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	15. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	16. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	




Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	09/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Nil.






Editing Assessment; Companion Volume Implementation Guide 
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	Companion Volume Implementation Guide Name: 

	Companion Volume Implementation Guide for the CPP Property Services Training Package (Release 19.0) and Implementation Guide

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM response to comments (if required)

	1. Check accuracy of overview information 
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Cross-reference mapping to previous version/s of skill set is accurate 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check the accuracy of qualifications, UoC, skill sets codes and titles

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Corrections made. 

	1. Check numbering is consistent and sequential 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check accuracy of entry requirements (optional field)

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check accuracy of pre-requisites 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check the accuracy of the Implementation information 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check the accuracy of pathways information 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check accuracy of foundation skills outcomes 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check accuracy of job description and job roles

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Uses different words than the qualification description but aligns.

	1. Check accuracy of and function of CVIG links

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check consistency of wording and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check template for CVIG is accurate and complete 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Acronyms are accurate and consistent 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check corresponding entry requirements in the CVIG and guidance is consistent with qualifications, UoC and Skill set. 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	Advice is provided even though the qualification has no entry requirement.

	1. Check content is absent of grammatical errors that interfere with meaning 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Check consistency of language and formatting 

	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	



Final assessment outcome: 
	Assessor Name:
	Tina Berghella                                                                                                Date of final assessment:
	10/06/26

	Outcome of Assessment:
	Satisfactory        Not-yet Satisfactory   ☐ 

	Assessor signature:
	Tina Berghella

	Additional comments: 
	Version 1: Changes made with tracked changes.
Version 2: Nil.




Anti-Discrimination Assessment  
	Name of Assessor:
	Tina Berghella
	Training Product Name: 

	ALL

	Assessment criteria
	Assessment outcome
	Assessor response and PM response to comments (if required)

	1. Are the titles of products within the project self evident and easily reflect the vocations and pathways that they encompass?
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	

	1. Have the packaging rules been designed to reduce disadvantage? For example, the range of elective choices.
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	The qualification allows for 4 elective units, up to 2 of which can be imported from elsewhere.

	1. Have pre-requisites or entry requirements been limited to promote flexibility and increase access for a broad range of individuals?
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	The qualification has no entry requirement and is accessible by direct entry.

The skill sets have no entry requirements and are accessible by direct entry.

Six units contain one pre-requisite unit. Three of the pre-requisite units contain a pre-requisite unit making a pre-requisite chain. During the course of this review the developer responded to a recommendation to review whether all prerequisites are essential to achieving subsequent competency as required by the TPOF. As a result the pre-requisites and the pre-requisite chains were reduced significantly.

	1. How have Performance Criteria, Foundation Skills, Performance Evidence and Assessment Conditions been considered with respect to anti-discrimination?
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	No discriminatory assumptions, restrictions or references were identified.

Assessment conditions consistently include provisions for simulated workplace environments as an alternative to workplace assessment in most units, which supports access for learners who may have difficulty accessing certain workplaces. 

	1. Do the products use contemporary language? For example, using people with a disability rather than ‘special needs’ or ‘additional needs’, using nonspeaking instead of nonverbal. Avoidance of acronyms like ‘ATSI’.
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	No discriminatory or outdated language was identified across any of the training products or implementation guides. The products use person-first and inclusive language throughout.

	1. Do the products limit unnecessary references to location, enabling access by people in regional and remote areas?
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	The training products do not include unnecessary references to location limiting access by people in regional and remote areas.

CPPUPM3021 references "Australian geographical locations" in PC 1.1 in the context of pest species distribution — this is appropriate and necessary given pest species vary by region, and does not constitute a discriminatory location restriction. The Implementation Guide's licensing authority list by state/territory is also appropriate as it directs users to local regulatory bodies rather than restricting access.  

	1. How have protected attributes been considered in the development of the training products? For example, ensuring products do not indirectly discriminate against a protected attribute.
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	No provisions were identified that would indirectly discriminate against any protected attribute. The foundation skills requirements are proportionate to the level and nature of the work. The mandatory licensing requirements in some states and territories are regulatory requirements that apply equally to all learners.

	13. Have anti-discrimination principles been upheld in the CVIGs
	YES  ☒     NO  ☐
	The CVIG and Implementation Guide include access and equity guidance and reasonable adjustment provisions. One additional observation: the Implementation Guide's supplementary knowledge section uses "must" language which, as flagged in the editing review, should be softened — this also has an anti-discrimination dimension, as mandatory language in a non-endorsed document could inadvertently create barriers for learners.
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