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PART I: EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

I.1 Introduction 

Following a request to the OIE from the Government of (country), an evaluation of the 
Veterinary Services based on the OIE PVS (Performance of Veterinary Services) 
methodology was conducted in (date) by a team of (number) independent OIE certified PVS 
evaluators. 

The evaluation began with meetings with the Director General (insert correct title), the Chief 
Veterinary Officer and senior staff in the headquarters of the Ministry of Agriculture (insert 
correct title), followed by meetings with officers in (for example) the Ministries of Trade, 
Human Health (including food safety), Regional Resources, Industry and Fisheries.  

The OIE PVS Team visited sites and institutions (public and private sector) in the cities and 
rural areas of (country) and discussed relevant matters with government officials, public and 
private sector veterinarians, livestock producers, traders, consumers and other stakeholders.  

The mission concluded in (name of place) with a closing meeting involving (…) at which the 
overall findings of the evaluation were discussed. 

For those with less familiarity with (country), background information is provided in summary 
in Appendix 1 including a country map, geographical and climate information, human 
demographic data, livestock demographic data, animal and animal product trade data and 
general economic data.  

I.2 Key findings of the evaluation  

I.2.A Human, physical and financial resources 

Narrative: description of the main findings, key points for discussion and analysis, 
conclusions. 

I.2.B Technical authority and capability 

Narrative: description of the main findings, key points for discussion and analysis, 
conclusions. 

I.2.C Interaction with stackeholders 

Narrative: description of the main findings, key points for discussion and analysis, 
conclusions. 

I.2.D Access to markets 

Narrative: description of the main findings, key points for discussion and analysis, 
conclusions. 
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Table 1: Summary of OIE PVS evaluation results 

PVS summary results of …………………. 
Previous PVS 

Evaluation 
20.. 

Result 
20.. 

I. HUMAN, PHYSICAL AND FINANCIAL RESOURCES   

I.1.A. Staffing: Veterinarians and other professionals   

I.1.B. Staffing: Veterinary para-professionals    

I.2.A. Competency and education of veterinarians   

I.2.B. Competency and education of veterinary paraprofessionals   

I-3. Continuing education   

I-4. Technical independence   

I-5. Planning, sustainability and management of policies and programmes   

I-6.A. Internal coordination (chain of command)   

I-6.B. External coordination (including the One Health approach)   

I-7. Physical resources and capital investment   

I-8. Operational funding   

I-9. Emergency funding   

II. TECHNICAL AUTHORITY AND CAPABILITY   

II-1.A. Access to veterinary laboratory diagnosis   

II-1.B. Suitability of the national laboratory system   

II-1.C. Laboratory quality management systems   

II-2. Risk analysis and epidemiology   

II-3. Quarantine and border security   

II-4.A. Passive surveillance, early detection and epidemiological outbreak 
investigation 

  

II-4.B. Active surveillance and monitoring   

II-5. Emergency preparedness and response    

II-6. Disease prevention, control and eradication   

II-7.A. Regulation, inspection (including audits), authorisation and supervision 
of establishments for production and processing of food of animal origin 

  

II-7.B. Ante- and post mortem inspection at slaughter facilities and associated 
premises 

  

II-8. Veterinary medicines and biologicals   

II-9. Antimicrobial Resistance and Antimicrobial Use    

II-10. Residue testing, monitoring and management   

II-11. Animal feed safety   

II-12.A. Premises, herd, batch and animal identification, tracing and 
movement control 

  

II-12.B. Identification, traceability and control of products of animal origin   

II-13. Animal welfare   

III. INTERACTION WITH STAKEHOLDERS   

III-1. Communication   

III-2. Consultation with stakeholders   

III-3. Official representation and international collaboration   

III-4. Accreditation/authorisation/delegation    

III-5. Regulation of the profession by the Veterinary Statutory Body (VSB)   

III-6. Participation of producers and other  stakeholders in joint programmes   

III-7. Veterinary clinical services   

IV. ACCESS TO MARKETS   

IV-1.A. Veterinary Legislation: Legal quality and coverage   

IV-1.B. Veterinary Legislation: Implementation and compliance   

IV-2. International harmonisation    

IV-3. International certification    

IV-4. Equivalence and other types of sanitary agreements    

IV-5. Transparency    

IV-6. Zoning    

IV-7. Compartmentalisation   

NA: Not Applicable 
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I.3 Key recommendations 

I.3.A Human, physical and financial resources 

To improve their human, physical and financial resources, the VS should consider the following 
recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

I.3.B Technical authority and capability 

To improve their technical authority and capability, the VS should consider the following 
recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

I.3.C Interaction with stackeholders 

To improve their interaction with stakeholders, the VS should consider the following 
recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

I.3.D Access to markets 

To improve their access to markets, the VS should consider the following recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 
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PART II: CONDUCT OF THE EVALUATION 

At the request of the Government of (country), the Director General of the OIE appointed an 
independent OIE PVS team consisting of Dr (name) (Team Leader), Dr (name) (Technical 
expert), Dr (name) (Trainee Expert) and Dr (name) (Observer) to undertake an evaluation of 
the veterinary services of (country). The evaluation was carried out on (date).  

The evaluation was carried out with close reference to the OIE standards contained in 
Chapters 3.1., 3.2., 3.3. and 3.4., and in other chapters as relevant, of the OIE Terrestrial 
Animal Health Code (the Terrestrial Code), using the OIE PVS Tool (7th edition, 2018) to guide 
the process. Relevant Terrestrial Code references are referenceded for each Critical 
Competency in Appendix . 

This report identifies the strengths and weaknesses of the veterinary services of (country) as 
referenced to the OIE standards. The report also makes some general recommendations for 
actions to improve performance. 

II.1 OIE PVS Tool: method, objectives and scope of the evaluation 

To assist countries to establish their current level of performance, form a shared vision, 
establish priorities and carry out strategic initiatives, the OIE provides an evaluation tool called 
the OIE Tool for the Evaluation of Performance of Veterinary Services (OIE PVS Tool1) which 
comprises four fundamental components: 

➢ Human, physical and financial resources 
➢ Technical authority and capability  
➢ Interaction with stackeholders  
➢ Access to markets 

 
These four fundamental components encompass 45 Critical Competencies, for each of which 
five qualitative levels of advancement are described. For each Critical Competency, a list of 
suggested sources of verification was used by the OIE PVS Team to help determine the level 
of advancement. 

A glossary of terms is provided in Appendix 2. 

The report follows the structure of the OIE PVS Tool incorporating the descriptions and levels 
of advancement for each Critical Competency. 

The objective and scope of the OIE PVS Evaluation includes all aspects of the veterinary 
domain relevant to the OIE Terrestrial Animal Health Code and the quality of Veterinary 
Services.  

  

 
1 Available at http://www.oie.int/solidarity/pvs-evaluations/oie-pvs-tool/  

http://www.oie.int/solidarity/pvs-evaluations/oie-pvs-tool/
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II.2 Context of the evaluation 

II.2.A Availability of data relevant to the evaluation 

A list of documents received by the OIE PVS Team before and during the PVS 
Evaluation mission is provided in Appendix 6. All documents and pictures listed in 
Appendix 6 are referenced to relevant Critical Competencies and provide material 
evidence for the levels of advancement and related findings.  

The following table provides an overview of the availability of the main categories of 
documents or data needed for the evaluation, taking into account the requirements set 
out in the OIE Terrestrial Code.  

Table 2: Summary of data available for evaluation 

Main document categories 

Data available 
in the public 

domain 

Data 
accessible only 

on site or on 
request 

Data  
not available 

→ Animal census:     

o at 1st administrative level    

o at 2nd administrative level    

o at 3rd administrative level    

o per animal species    

o per production systems    

→ Organisations charts     

o Central level of the VS    

o 2nd level of the VS    

o 3rd level of the VS    

→ Job descriptions in the VS    

o Central levels of the VS    

o 2nd level of the VS    

o 3rd level of the VS    

→ Legislations, regulations, decrees …     

o Animal health and public health    

o Veterinary practice    

o Veterinary statutory body    

o Veterinary medicines and biologicals    

o Official delegation    

→ Veterinary census    

o Global (public, private, veterinary, para-
professional) 

   

o Per level    

o Per function    

→ Census of logistics and infrastructure    

→ Strategic plan(s)    

→ Operational plan(s)    

→ Activity reports    

→ Financial reports    

→ Animal health status reports    

→ Evaluation reports    

→ Procedures, registers, records, letters …    

→     
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II.2.B General organisation of the Veterinary Services 

Narrative 

II.2.C Animal disease occurrence 

Information on animal disease occurrence from the OIE website (see Table 3) 

Table 3: Disease status of the country 

II.3 Organisation of the evaluation 

II.3.A Timetable of the mission 

Appendix 4 provides a list of key persons met; the timetable and a map of the mission 
and details of the facilities and locations visited by the OIE PVS Team and Appendix 5 
provides the air travel itinerary of team members.  

II.3.B Categories of sites and sampling for the evaluation 

Table 4 lists the categories of site relevant to the evaluation and the number of each 
category of site in the country. It indicates how many of the sites were visited, in 
comparison with the suggested sampling framework (“ideal” sampling) recommended 
in OIE PVS Manual. 
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Table 4: Site sampling 

  
Terminology or names  

used in the country 
Number 
of sites 

“Ideal” 
sampling 

Actual 
sampling 

GEOGRAPHICAL ZONES OF THE COUNTRY 

Climatic zone     

Topographical zone     

Agro-ecological zone     

ADMINISTRATIVE ORGANISATION OF THE COUNTRY 

1st administrative level     

2nd administrative level     

3rd administrative level     

4th administrative level     

Urban entities      

VETERINARY SERVICES ORGANISATION AND STRUCTURE 

Central (Federal/National) VS     

Internal division of the central VS           

1st level of the VS     

2nd level of the VS     

3rd level of the VS     

Veterinary organisations (VSB, unions…)     

FIELD ANIMAL HEALTH NETWORK 

Field level of the VS (animal health)     

Private veterinary sector     

Other sites (dip tanks, crush pens….)     

VETERINARY MEDICINES & BIOLOGICALS 

Production sector     

Import and wholesale sector     

Retail sector     

Other partners involved      

VETERINARY LABORATORIES 

National, Regional and local labs     

Associated, accredited and other labs     

ANIMAL AND ANIMAL PRODUCTS MOVEMENT CONTROL 

Bordering countries     

Airports and seaports border posts     

Main terrestrial border posts     

Minor terrestrial border posts     

Quarantine stations for import or export     

Internal check points     

Live animal markets     

Zones, compartments     

PUBLIC HEALTH INSPECTION OF ANIMALS AND ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

Export slaughterhouses     

National market slaughterhouses     

Local market slaughterhouses     

Slaughter areas/slabs/points     

On farm or butcher’s slaughtering sites     

Processing sites (milk, meat, eggs, etc)     

Retail outlets (butchers, shops, rest.)     

TRAINING AND RESEARCH ORGANISATIONS 

Veterinary university     

Veterinary paraprofessional schools     

Veterinary research organisations     

STAKEHOLDERS’ ORGANISATIONS 

Agricultural Chamber / organisation     

National livestock farmers organisations     

Local livestock farmers organisations     

Other stakeholder/consumer organisations     
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PART III: RESULTS OF THE EVALUATION 
& GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS 

This evaluation identifies the strengths and weaknesses of the veterinary services, and makes 
general recommendations, across the four main fundamental components of the PVS tool:  

 

FUNDAMENTAL COMPONENTS 

1. HUMAN PHYSICAL AND FINANCIAL RESOURCES 

2. TECHNICAL AUTHORITY AND CAPABILITY 

3 INTERACTION WITH STAKEHOLDERS 

4. ACCESS TO MARKETS 

 

The activities of the Veterinary Services are recognised by the international community and by 
OIE Members as a 'global public good'. Accordingly, it is essential that each country 
acknowledges the importance of the role and responsibilities of its Veterinary Services and 
gives them the human and financial resources needed to fulfil their responsibilities.  

This OIE PVS Evaluation examined each Critical Competency under the 4 fundamental 
components, listed strengths and weaknesses where applicable, and established a current 
level of advancement for each Critical Competency. Evidence supporting this level included 
interviews and field observations associated with the mission, and also documentary evidence, 
as listed in Appendix 6. General recommendations are provided where relevant. 

The current level of advancement for each Critical Competency is shown in cells shadowed in 
grey (15%) in the table.  

 
 
  



Name of Country  OIE PVS Evaluation Follow-Up – 20.. 

 

9 
 

III.1 Fundamental component I: Human, physical and financial 
resources 

This component of the evaluation concerns the institutional effectiveness and sustainability of 
the VS as demonstrated by the levels of human, physical and financial resources available 
and their efficient application. It comprises fourteen Critical Competencies: 

 

Critical Competencies: 

Section I-1        Professional and technical staffing of the Veterinary Services (VS) 

A. Veterinary and other professionals (university qualified) 

B. Veterinary paraprofessionals 

Section I-2 Competency and education of veterinarians and veterinary        
paraprofessionals 

A. Veterinarians 

B. Veterinary paraprofessionals 

Section I-3 Continuing education (CE) 

Section I-4 Technical independence 

Section I-5 Planning, sustainability and management of policies and programmes 

Section I-6 Coordination capability of the Veterinary Services 

A. Internal coordination (chain of command) 

B. External coordination (including the One Health approach) 

Section I-7 Physical resources and capital investment 

Section I-8 Operational funding 

Section I-9 Emergency funding 

----------------------- 
Terrestrial Code References: 

Points 1-7, 9 and 14 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Professional judgement/Independence/ 
Impartiality/Integrity/Objectivity/Veterinary legislation/General organisation/Procedures and standards/Human and financial 
resources.  

Point 4 of Article 3.2.1. on General considerations. 

Point 1 of Article 3.2.2. on Scope. 

Points 1 and 2 of Article 3.2.3. on Evaluation criteria for the organisational structure of the Veterinary Services. 

Point 2 of Article 3.2.4. on Evaluation criteria for quality system. 

Article 3.2.5. on Evaluation criteria for human resources. 

Points 1-3 of Article 3.2.6. on Evaluation criteria for material resources: Financial/Administrative/Technical. 

Points 3 and Sub-point d) of Point 4 of Article 3.2.10. on Performance assessment and audit programmes: Compliance/In-
Service training and development programme for staff. 

Article 3.2.12. on Evaluation of the veterinary statutory body. 

Points 1-5 and 10 of Article 3.2.14. on Organisation and structure of Veterinary Services/National information on human 
resources/Financial management information/Administration details/Laboratories engaged in diagnosis/Performance 
assessment and audit programmes. 
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I-1 Professional and technical 
staffing of the Veterinary 
Services (VS) 

The appropriate level of staffing of 
the VS to allow for veterinary and 
technical functions to be undertaken 
efficiently and effectively.  

A. Veterinary and other 
professionals (university 
qualified) 

The appropriate level of staffing of 
the VS to allow for veterinary and 
other professional functions to be 
undertaken efficiently and effectively 

 

Levels of advancement 

1. The majority of positions requiring veterinary or other 
professional skills are not occupied by appropriately qualified 
professionals. 

2. The majority of positions requiring veterinary or other 
professional skills are occupied by appropriately qualified 
professionals at central and state/provincial levels. 

3. The majority of positions requiring veterinary or other 
professional skills are occupied by appropriately qualified 
professionals at local (field) levels. 

4. There is a systematic approach to defining job descriptions and 
formal, merit-based appointment and promotion procedures for 
veterinarians and other professionals.  

5. There are effective procedures for formal performance 
assessment and performance management of veterinarians and 
other professionals. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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B. Veterinary        
paraprofessionals  

The appropriate level of 
staffing of the VS to allow for 
veterinary paraprofessional 
(according to the OIE 
definition) functions to be 
undertaken efficiently and 
effectively. 

This covers OIE veterinary 
paraprofessional categories 
having trained at dedicated 
educational institutions with 
formal qualifications   which 
are recognised by the 
government or the VSB.  

 

 

Levels of advancement 

1. The majority of positions requiring veterinary paraprofessional 
skills are not occupied by personnel holding appropriate 
qualifications. 

2. Some positions requiring veterinary paraprofessional skills are 
occupied by personnel holding appropriate qualifications. There 
is little or no veterinary supervision.  

3. The majority of positions requiring veterinary paraprofessional 
skills are occupied by personnel holding appropriate 
qualifications. There is a variable level of veterinary supervision.  

4. The majority of veterinary paraprofessional positions are 
effectively supervised on a regular basis by veterinarians. 

5. There are effective management procedures for formal 
appointment and promotion, as well as performance 
assessment and performance management of veterinary 
paraprofessionals. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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I-2 Competency and 
education of 
veterinarians and 
veterinary 
paraprofessionals 

The capability of the VS to 
effectively carry out their 
veterinary and technical 
functions, as indicated by the 
level and quality of the 
qualifications of their 
personnel in veterinary and 
veterinary paraprofessional 
positions.  

A.     Veterinarians  

This references the OIE 
recommendations on the 
Competencies of graduating 
veterinarians (‘Day 1 
graduates’) to assure 
National Veterinary Services 
of quality, and OIE guidelines 
on Veterinary Education Core 
Curriculum. 

Levels of advancement 

1. The veterinarians’ knowledge, skills and practices, are of a 
variable standard that allow only for elementary clinical and 
administrative activities of the VS. 

2. The veterinarians’ knowledge, skills and practices are of a 
uniform standard sufficient for accurate and appropriate clinical 
and administrative activities of the VS. 

3. The veterinarians’ knowledge, skills and practices are sufficient 
for all professional/technical activities of the VS (e.g. 
surveillance, treatment and control of animal disease, including 
conditions of public health significance)  

4. The veterinarians’ knowledge, skills and practices are sufficient 
for specialised technical activities (e.g. higher level 
epidemiological analysis, disease modelling, animal welfare 
science) as may be needed by the VS, supported by post-
graduate level training. 

5. The veterinarians’ knowledge, skills and practices are subject to 
regular updating, and are internationally recognised such as 
through formal evaluation and/or the granting of international 
equivalence with other recognised veterinary qualifications. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 
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Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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B. Veterinary 
paraprofessionals  

This references the OIE 
Competency Guidelines for 
Veterinary Paraprofessionals 
and OIE Curricula Guidelines 
for Veterinary 
Paraprofessionals.  

 

Levels of advancement 

1. Positions requiring veterinary paraprofessional skills are 
generally occupied by those having no formal training or 
qualifications from dedicated educational institutions.  

2. The training and qualifications of those in positions requiring 
veterinary paraprofessional skills is of a variable standard and 
allows for the development of only basic competencies. 

3. The training and qualifications of veterinary paraprofessionals is 
of a fairly uniform standard that allows the development of some 
specific competencies (e.g. vaccination on farms, meat hygiene 
control, basic laboratory tests). 

4. The training and qualifications of veterinary paraprofessionals is 
of a uniform standard that allows the development of more 
advanced competencies (e.g. blood and tissue sample collection 
on farms, supervised meat inspection, more complex laboratory 
testing).  

5. The training and qualifications of veterinary paraprofessionals is 
of a uniform standard and is subject to regular evaluation and/or 
updating. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 
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➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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I-3 Continuing education 
(CE) 

The capability of the VS to 
maintain, update and improve 
the knowledge, attitudes and 
skills of their personnel, 
through an ongoing staff 
training and development 
programme assessed on a 
regular basis for relevance 
and targeted skills 
development. 

 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS have no access to veterinary or paraprofessional CE.  

2. The VS have access to CE (internal and/or external training) on 
an irregular basis but it does not take into account needs, or new 
information or understanding.  

3. The VS have access to CE that is reviewed and sometimes 
updated, but it is implemented only for some categories of 
veterinary professionals and paraprofessionals.  

4. The VS have access to a CE programme that is reviewed 
annually and updated as necessary, and is implemented for all 
categories of veterinary professionals and paraprofessionals. 

5. The VS have up-to-date CE that is implemented or is a 
requirement for all relevant veterinary professionals and 
paraprofessionals and is subject to dedicated planning and 
regular evaluation of effectiveness.  

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 
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Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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I-4 Technical 
independence 

The capability of the VS to 
carry out their duties with 
autonomy and without undue 
commercial, financial, 
hierarchical and political 
influences that may affect 
technical decisions in a 
manner contrary to the 
provisions of the OIE (and of 
the WTO SPS Agreement 
where applicable).  

Levels of advancement 

1. The technical decisions made by the VS are generally not based 
on scientific considerations. 

2. The technical decisions consider scientific evidence, but are 
routinely modified based on non-scientific considerations. 

3. The technical decisions are based on scientific evidence but are 
subject to review and occasional modification based on non-
scientific considerations. 

4. The technical decisions are made and generally implemented in 
accordance with scientific evidence and the country’s OIE 
obligations (and with the country’s WTO SPS Agreement 
obligations where applicable). 

5. The technical decisions are based on a high level of scientific 
evidence, which is both nationally relevant and internationally 
respected, and are not unduly changed to meet non-scientific 
considerations. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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I-5 Planning, 
sustainability and 
management of 
policies and 
programmes 

The capability of the VS 
leadership and organisation 
to develop, document and 
sustain strategic policies and 
programmes, and also to 
report on, review and evolve 
them, as appropriate over 
time.  

 

Levels of advancement 

1. Policies and programmes are insufficiently developed and 
documented. Substantial changes to the organisational structure 
and/or leadership of the VS frequently occur (e.g. annually) 
resulting in a lack of sustainability of policies and programmes. 

2. Some basic policy and programme development and 
documentation exists, with some reporting on implementation. 
Sustainability of policies and programmes is negatively impacted 
by changes in the political leadership or other changes affecting 
the structure and leadership of the VS.  

3. There is well developed and stable policy and programme 
documentation. Reports on programme implementation are 
available. Sustainability of policies and programmes is generally 
maintained during changes in the political leadership and/or 
changes to the structure and leadership of the VS.  

4. Policies or programmes are sustained, but also reviewed (using 
data collection and analysis) and updated appropriately over 
time through formal national strategic planning cycles to improve 
effectiveness and address emerging concerns. Planning cycles 
continue despite changes in the political leadership and/or 
changes to the structure and leadership of the VS.  

5. Effective policies and programmes are sustained over time and 
the structure and leadership of the VS is strong and stable. 
Modification to strategic and operational planning is based on a 
robust evaluation or audit process using evidence, to support the 
continual improvement of policies and programmes over time. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 
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Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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I-6 Coordination 
capability of the 
Veterinary Services 

A. Internal coordination 
(chain of command) 

The capability of the 
Veterinary Authority to 
coordinate their mandated 
activities with a clear chain of 
command, from the central 
level (the Chief Veterinary 
Officer or equivalent), to the 
field level of the VS, as 
relevant to the OIE Codes 
(e.g. surveillance, disease 
control, food safety, 
emergency preparedness 
and response). 

Levels of advancement 

1. There is no formal internal coordination and the chain of 
command is not clear.  

2. There are internal coordination mechanisms for some activities 
but the chain of command is not clear. 

3. There are internal coordination mechanisms and a clear and 
effective chain of command for some activities, such as for 
export certification, border control and/or emergency response. 

4. There are formal, documented internal coordination 
mechanisms and a clear and effective chain of command for 
most activities, including surveillance (and reporting) and 
disease control programmes. 

5. There are formal and fully documented internal coordination 
mechanisms and a clear and effective chain of command for all 
activities, and these are periodically reviewed/audited and 
updated to re-define roles and optimise efficiency as necessary.  

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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B. External coordination (including 
the One Health approach) 

The capability of the Veterinary 
Authority to coordinate its resources 
and activities at all levels with other 
government authorities with 
responsibilities within the veterinary 
domain, in order to implement all 
national activities relevant to the OIE 
Codes, especially those not under the 
direct line authority of the Chief 
Veterinary Officer (or equivalent). 

Relevant authorities include other 
ministries and Competent Authorities, 
such as government partners in public 
health (e.g. zoonoses, food safety, drug 
regulation and anti-microbial 
resistance), environment (e.g. wildlife 
health), customs and border police (e.g. 
border security), defence/intelligence 
(e.g. bio-threats), or municipalities/local 
councils (e.g. local slaughterhouses, 
dog control). 

Levels of advancement 

1. There is no external coordination with other 
government authorities.  

2. There are informal external coordination mechanisms 
for some activities at national level, but the procedures 
are not clear and/or external coordination occurs 
irregularly. 

3. There are formal external coordination mechanisms 
with clearly described procedures or agreements (e.g. 
Memoranda of Understanding) for some activities 
and/or sectors at the national level. 

4. There are formal external coordination mechanisms 
with clearly described procedures or agreements at the 
national level for most activities (such as for One 
Health), and these are uniformly implemented 
throughout the country, including at state/provincial 
level. 

5. There are external coordination mechanisms for all 
activities, from national to field, and these are 
periodically reviewed and updated to re-clarify roles 
and optimise efficiency.  

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 
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Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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I-7 Physical resources 
and capital investment 

The access of the VS to 
functional and well-
maintained physical 
resources including buildings, 
transport, information 
technology (e.g. internet 
access), cold chain, and other 
necessary equipment or 
structures. This includes 
whether major capital 
investment is available. 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS have no or unsuitable physical resources at almost all 
levels and maintenance of existing infrastructure is poor or non-
existent.  

2. The VS have suitable physical resources at national (central) 
level and at some state/provincial levels, but maintenance, as 
well as replacement of obsolete items, occurs rarely. 

3. The VS have suitable physical resources at national, 
state/provincial and some local levels but maintenance, as well 
as replacement of obsolete items, occurs irregularly. 

4. The VS have suitable physical resources at all levels and these 
are regularly maintained. Major capital investments occur 
occasionally to improve the VS operational infrastructure over 
time. 

5. The VS have suitable physical resources at all levels (national, 
state/provincial and local levels) and these are regularly 
maintained and updated as more advanced items become 
available. Major capital investments occur regularly to improve 
the VS operational capability and infrastructure. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 
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➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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I-8 Operational funding 

The ability of the VS to access 
operational resources 
adequate for their planned 
and continued activities (e.g. 
salaries, contracts, fuel, 
vaccines, diagnostic 
reagents, personal protective 
equipment, per diem or 
allowances for field work).   

Levels of advancement 

1. Operational funding for the VS is neither stable nor clearly 
defined and depends on irregular allocation of resources.  

2. Operational funding for the VS is clearly defined and regular, but 
is inadequate for their required baseline operations (e.g. basic 
disease surveillance, disease control and/or veterinary public 
health).  

3. Operational funding for the VS is clearly defined and regular, and 
is adequate for their baseline operations, but there is no 
provision for new or expanded operations.  

4. Operational funding for new or expanded operations is on a 
case-by-case basis, and not always based on risk analysis 
and/or benefit-cost analysis.  

5. Operational funding for all aspects of VS activities is generally 
adequate; all funding, including for new or expanded operations, 
is provided via a transparent process that allows for technical 
independence, based on risk analysis and/or cost-benefit 
analysis. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 
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➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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I-9 Emergency funding  

The capability of the VS to access 
extraordinary financial resources 
in order to respond to emergency 
situations or newly emerging 
issues, as measured by the ease 
with which contingency and 
related funding (i.e. arrangements 
for compensation of producers in 
emergency situations) can be 
made rapidly available when 
required.  

Levels of advancement 

1. No emergency funding arrangements exist.  

2. Emergency funding arrangements with limited resources 
have been established, but these are inadequate for likely 
emergency situations (including newly emerging issues). 

3. Emergency funding arrangements with limited resources 
have been established; additional resources may be 
approved but approval is through a political process.  

4. Emergency funding arrangements with adequate resources 
have been established; their provision must be agreed 
through a non-political process on a case-by-case basis. 

5. Emergency funding arrangements with adequate resources 
have been established and their rules of operation 
documented and agreed with interested parties. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 
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➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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III.2 Fundamental component II: Technical authority and capability 

This component of the evaluation concerns the authority and capability of the VS to develop 
and apply sanitary measures and science-based procedures supporting those measures. It 
comprises eighteen Critical Competencies. 

For all sections of this chapter, the Critical Competency includes collaboration with relevant 
authorities, including other ministries and Competent Authorities, national agencies and 
decentralised institutions that share authority or have mutual interest in relevant areas. 

Critical Competencies: 

Section II-1 Veterinary laboratory diagnosis 

A. Access to veterinary laboratory diagnosis 

B. Suitability of the national laboratory system 

C. Laboratory quality management systems (QMS) 

Section II-2 Risk analysis and epidemiology 

Section II-3 Quarantine and border security 

Section II-4 Surveillance and early detection 

A. Passive surveillance, early detection and epidemiological outbreak 
investigation 

B. Active surveillance and monitoring 

Section II-5 Emergency preparedness and response 

Section lI-6 Disease prevention, control and eradication 

Section II-7 Animal production food safety 

A. Regulation, inspection (including audits), authorisation and supervision 
of establishments for production and processing of food of animal origin 

B. Ante- and post-mortem inspection at slaughter facilities and associated 
premises 

Section II-8            Veterinary medicines and biologicals 

Section II-9 Antimicrobial Resistance (AMR) and Antimicrobial Use (AMU) 

Section II-10          Residue testing, monitoring and management 

Section II-11         Animal feed safety 

Section II-12          Identification, traceability and movement control 

A. Premises, herd, batch and animal identification, tracing and movement 
control 

B. Identification, traceability and control of products of animal origin 

Section II-13          Animal welfare 

 

-------------------------------------- 

Terrestrial Code References: 

Chapter 1.4. on Animal health surveillance. 

Chapter 1.5. on Surveillance for arthropod vectors of animal diseases. 

Chapter 2.1. on Import risk analysis. 

Chapter 6.11. on Risk analysis for antimicrobial resistance arising from the use of antimicrobial agents in animals 

Points 6, 7 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary legislation/General Organisation/Procedures 
and standards. 

Point 1 of Article 3.2.4. on Evaluation criteria for quality systems. 

Point 3 of Article 3.2.6. on Evaluation criteria for material resources: Technical. 

Points 1 and 2 of Article 3.2.7. on Legislation and functional capabilities: Animal health, animal welfare and veterinary public 
health/Export/import inspection. 

Points 1-3 of Article 3.2.8. on Animal health controls: Animal health status/Animal health control/National animal disease 
reporting systems. 

Points 1-5 of Article 3.2.9. on Veterinary public health controls: Food hygiene/Zoonoses/Chemical residue testing 
programmes/Veterinary medicines/Integration between animal health controls and veterinary public health. 

Sub-point f) of Point 4 of Article 3.2.10. on Veterinary Services administration: Formal linkages with sources of independent 
scientific expertise. 
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Points 2, 5, 7 and 8 of Article 3.2.14. on National information on human resources/Laboratories engaged in diagnosis/Veterinary 
legislation, regulations and functional capabilities/Animal health, animal welfare and veterinary public health controls. 

Article 3.4.12. on Human food production chain. 

Chapter 4.1. on General principles on identification and traceability of live animals. 

Chapter 4.2. on Design and implementation of identification systems to achieve animal traceability. 

Chapter 4.12. on Disposal of dead animals. 

Chapter 6.3. on Control of biological hazards of animal health and public health importance through ante- and post-mortem 
meat inspection. 

Chapter 6.4. on Control of hazards of animal health and public health importance in animal feed. 

Chapters 6.7. to 6.11. on Antimicrobial resistance. 

Chapter 7.1. on Introduction to the recommendations for animal welfare. 

Chapter 7.2. on Transport of animals by sea. 

Chapter 7.3. on Transport of animals by land. 

Chapter 7.4. on Transport of animals by air. 

Chapter 7.5. on Slaughter of animals. 

Chapter 7.6. on Killing of animals for disease control purposes. 

 

 
References to Codex Alimentarius Commission standards: 

Code of Hygienic practice for meat (CAC/RCP 58-2005). 

Code of Hygienic practice for milk and milk products (CAC/RCP/ 57-2004). 

General Principles of Food Hygiene (CAC/RCP 1-1969; amended 1999. Revisions 1997 and 2003). 

Guidelines for Risk Analysis of Foodborne Antimicrobial Resistance (CAC/GL 77-2011). 

Code of Practice to Minimize and Contain Antimicrobial Resistance (CAC/RCP 61-2005). 
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II-1 Veterinary laboratory 
diagnosis 

The authority and capability of 
the VS to effectively and 
efficiently use accurate 
laboratory diagnosis to 
support their animal health 
and veterinary public 
activities. 

A. Access to veterinary 
laboratory diagnosis 

The authority and capability of 
the VS to access laboratory 
diagnosis in order to identify 
and report pathogenic and 
other hazardous agents that 
can adversely affect animals 
and animal products, 
including those relevant to 
public health. 

Levels of advancement 

1. Disease diagnosis is almost always conducted by clinical means 
only, with no access to or little use of a laboratory to obtain a 
correct diagnosis. 

2. For major animal diseases and zoonoses of national importance, 
and for the food safety of animal products, the VS have access to 
and use a laboratory to obtain a correct diagnosis.  

3. For animal diseases and zoonoses present in the country, and for 
animal feed safety and veterinary AMR surveillance, the VS have 
access to and use a laboratory to obtain a correct diagnosis. 

4. For animal diseases of zoonotic or economic importance not 
present in the country, but that exist in the region and/or that could 
enter the country, the VS have access to and use a laboratory to 
obtain a correct diagnosis. 

5. In the case of new and emerging diseases in the region or 
worldwide, the VS have access to and use a network of national 
or international reference laboratories (e.g. an OIE or FAO 
Reference Laboratory) to obtain a correct diagnosis. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Pathway Laboratory Mission - year 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 
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➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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B. Suitability of the 
national laboratory 
system 

The sustainability, 
effectiveness, safety and 
efficiency of the national 
(public and private) laboratory 
system (or network), including 
infrastructure, equipment, 
maintenance, consumables, 
personnel and sample 
throughput, to service the 
needs of the VS.  

Levels of advancement 

1. The national laboratory system does not meet the needs of the 
VS. 

2. The national laboratory system partially meets the needs of the 
VS, but it is not sustainable, as the management and 
maintenance of resources and infrastructure is ineffective and/or 
inefficient. Laboratory biosafety and biosecurity measures do not 
exist or are very limited.  

3. The national laboratory system generally meets the needs of the 
VS. Resources and organisation are managed effectively and 
efficiently, but funding is insufficient for a sustainable system, and 
limits throughput. Some laboratory biosafety and biosecurity 
measures are in place.  

4. The national laboratory system generally meets the needs of the 
VS, including for laboratory biosafety and biosecurity. There is 
sufficient sample throughput across the range of laboratory 
testing requirements. Occasionally, it is limited by delayed 
investment in certain aspects (e.g. personnel, maintenance or 
consumables). 

5. The national laboratory system meets all the needs of the VS, has 
appropropriate levels of laboratory biosafety and biosecurity, and 
is efficient and sustainable with a good throughput of samples. 
The laboratory system is regularly reviewed, audited and updated 
as necessary. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Pathway Laboratory Mission - year 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 
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Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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C. Laboratory quality 
management systems 
(QMS)  

The quality and reliability of 
veterinary laboratory testing 
servicing the public sector VS 
as assessed by the use of 
formal QMS e.g. having a 
dedicated quality manager 
and quality manual. This 
includes, but is not limited to, 
attainment of ISO 17025 
accreditation and 
participation in proficiency 
testing programmes. 

 

 

Levels of advancement 

1. No laboratories servicing the public sector VS are using formal 
QMS.  

2. One or more laboratories servicing the public sector VS, including 
the major national animal health reference laboratory, are using 
formal QMS. 

3. Most major laboratories servicing the public sector VS are using 
formal QMS. There is occasional use of multi-laboratory 
proficiency testing programmes. 

4. Most of the laboratories servicing the public sector VS are using 
formal QMS, with regular use of multi-laboratory proficiency 
testing programmes.  

5. All the laboratories servicing the public sector VS are using formal 
QMS, which are regularly assessed via national, regional or 
international proficiency testing programmes.  

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 
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II-2 Risk analysis and 
epidemiology 

The authority and capability of 
the VS to base its risk 
management and risk 
communication measures on 
risk assessment, 
incorporating sound 
epidemiological principles.  

Levels of advancement 

1. Risk management and risk communication measures are not 
usually supported by risk assessment. 

2. The VS compile and maintain data but do not have the 
capability to carry out risk analysis. Some risk management 
and risk communication measures are based on risk 
assessment and some epidemiological principles.  

3. The VS compile and maintain data and have the policy and 
capability to carry out risk analysis, incorporating 
epidemiological principles. The majority of risk management 
and risk communication measures are based on risk 
assessment.  

4. The VS conduct risk analysis in compliance with relevant OIE 
standards and sound epidemiological principles, and base 
their risk management and risk communication measures on 
the outcomes of risk assessment. There is a legislative basis 
that supports the use of risk analysis.  

5. The VS are consistent and transparent in basing animal 
health and sanitary measures on risk assessment and best 
practice epidemiology, and in communicating and/or 
publishing their scientific procedures and outcomes 
internationally. 
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II-3 Quarantine and border 
security 

The authority and capability of 
the VS to operate to prevent 
the entry of diseases and 
other hazards of animals and 
animal and veterinary 
products into their country. 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS cannot apply any type of quarantine or border security 
procedures for the entry of animals, animal products and 
veterinary products with their neighbouring countries or trading 
partners. 

2. The VS can establish and apply minimal quarantine and border 
security procedures, or the VS only apply quarantine and border 
security procedures effectively at some official entry points via 
border posts.  

3. The VS can establish and apply quarantine and border security 
procedures based on import protocols and international 
standards at all official entry points via border posts, but the 
procedures do not systematically address illegal activities relating 
to the import of animals, animal products and veterinary products.  

4. The VS can establish and apply effective quarantine and border 
security procedures which systematically address legal pathways 
and illegal activities (e.g. through effective partnerships with 
national customs and border police).  

5. The VS can establish, apply and audit quarantine and border 
security procedures which systematically address all risks 
identified, including through collaboration with their neighbouring 
countries and trading partners. 
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II-4 Surveillance and early 
detection  

The authority and capability of 
the VS to determine, verify 
and report on the sanitary 
status of their animal 
populations, including wildlife, 
in a timely manner. 

A. Passive surveillance,                        
early detection and 
epidemiological 
outbreak investigation  

A surveillance system based 
on a field animal health 
network capable of reliably 
detecting (by clinical or post 
mortem signs), diagnosing, 
reporting and investigating 
legally notifiable diseases 
(and relevant emerging 
diseases) in a timely manner. 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS have very limited passive surveillance capacity, with no 
formal disease list, little training/awareness and/or inadequate 
national coverage. Disease outbreaks are not reported or 
reporting is delayed.   

2. The VS have basic passive surveillance authority and capacity. 
There is a formal disease list with some training/awareness and 
some national coverage. The speed of detection and level of 
investigation is variable. Disease outbreak reports are available 
for some species and diseases.  

3. The VS have some passive surveillance capacity with some 
sample collection and laboratory testing. There is a list of 
notifiable diseases with trained field staff covering most areas.  
The speed of reporting and investigation is timely in most 
production systems. Disease outbreak investigation reports are 
available for most species and diseases. 

4. The VS have effective passive surveillance with routine 
laboratory confirmation and epidemiological disease investigation 
(including tracing and pathogen characterisation) in most animal 
sectors, and covering producers, markets and slaughterhouses. 
There are high levels of awareness and compliance with the need 
for prompt reporting from all animal owners/handlers and the field 
VS. 

5. The VS have comprehensive passive surveillance nationwide 
providing high confidence in the notifiable disease status in real 
time. The VS routinely report surveillance information to 
producers, industry and other stakeholders. Full epidemiological 
disease investigations are undertaken in all relevant cases with 
tracing and active follow up of at-risk establishments.  
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B. Active surveillance 
and monitoring 

Surveillance targeting a 
specific disease, infection or 
hazard to determine its 
prevalence, measure 
progress in disease control or 
support the demonstration of 
disease freedom (with 
passive surveillance), most 
often in the form of pre-
planned surveys with 
structured sampling and 
laboratory testing.  

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS have no active surveillance programme. 

2. The VS conduct active surveillance for one or a few diseases, 
infections or hazards (of economic or zoonotic importance), but 
the surveillance is not representative of the population and the 
surveillance methodology is not revised regularly. The results are 
reported with limited analysis.  

3. The VS conduct active surveillance using scientific principles and 
OIE standards for some diseases, infections or hazards, but it is 
not representative of the susceptible populations and/or is not 
updated regularly. The results are analysed and reported to 
stakeholders. 

4. The VS conduct active surveillance in compliance with scientific 
principles and OIE standards for some diseases, infections or 
hazards which is representative of all susceptible populations and 
is updated regularly. Results are routinely analysed, reported and 
used to guide further surveillance activities, disease control 
priorities, etc. 

5. The VS conduct ongoing active surveillance for most significant 
diseases, infections and hazards and apply it to all susceptible 
populations. The results are routinely analysed and used to guide 
disease control and other activities. The active surveillance 
programmes are regularly reviewed and updated to ensure they 
meet country needs and OIE reporting obligations. 
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II-5 Emergency preparedness 
and response  

The authority and capability of the 
VS to be prepared and respond 
rapidly to a sanitary emergency 
threat (such as a significant 
disease outbreak or food safety 
emergency).  

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS have no field network or established procedure to 
determine whether a sanitary emergency threat exists or the 
authority to declare such an emergency and respond 
appropriately.  

2. The VS have a field network and an established procedure 
to determine whether a sanitary emergency threat exists, but 
lack the legal and financial support to respond effectively. 
The VS may have basic emergency management planning, 
but this usually targets one or a few diseases and may not 
reflect national capacity to respond.   

3. The VS have the legal framework and financial support to 
respond rapidly to sanitary emergency threats, but the 
response is not well coordinated through an effective chain 
of command. They have national emergency management 
plans for some exotic diseases, but they are not 
updated/tested. 

4. The VS have the legal framework and financial support to 
respond rapidly to sanitary emergencies through an effective 
chain of command (e.g. establishment of a containment 
zone). The VS have national emergency management plans 
for major exotic diseases, linked to broader national disaster 
management arrangements, and these are regularly 
updated/tested such as through simulation exercises.  

5. The VS have national emergency management plans for all 
diseases of concern (and possible emerging infectious 
diseases), incorporating coordination with national disaster 
agencies, relevant Competent Authorities, producers and 
other non-government stakeholders. Emergency 
management planning and response capacity is regularly 
tested, audited and updated, such as through simulation 
exercises that test response at all levels. Following 
emergency events, the VS have a formal ‘After Action 
Review’ process as part of continuous improvement.  
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lI-6 Disease prevention, 
control and eradication 

The authority and capability of the 
VS to control or eradicate 
nationally important diseases 
present in the country, such as 
through a combination of 
vaccination, domestic movement 
control, establishing containment 
zones, biosecurity measures 
(including farm biosecurity), 
isolation and/or culling/stamping 
out. 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS have no capability to implement animal disease 
prevention, control or eradication programmes.  

2. The VS implement prevention, control or eradication 
programmes for some diseases and/or in some areas or 
populations, but with little or no epidemiological, risk-based 
planning or evaluation of their efficacy and efficiency. 

3. The VS implement prevention, control or eradication 
programmes for some priority diseases in some areas or 
populations. There is variable epidemiological, risk-based 
planning and evaluation of efficacy and efficiency, with 
limited progress towards programme goals.  

4. The VS implement national prevention, control or eradication 
programmes for priority diseases with a high level of 
epidemiological, risk-based planning, and continual 
evaluation of efficacy and efficiency. They have or are 
progressing towards OIE official recognition of disease 
control programmes for relevant diseases. They can 
demonstrate some progress towards programme goals in 
reducing or eradicating disease. 

5. The VS implement national prevention, control or eradication 
programmes for all priority diseases with scientific evaluation 
of their efficacy and efficiency consistent with relevant OIE 
international standards. They can demonstrate clear 
progress towards programme goals in reducing or 
eradicating disease, including achieving or progressing 
towards official recognition of freedom from relevant 
diseases.  
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II-7 Animal production food safety 

The authority and capability of the VS 
to assure the safety of food of animal 
origin for domestic and export markets 

A. Regulation, inspection 
(including audits), 
authorisation and supervision 
of establishments for 
production and processing of 
food of animal origin  

The authority and capability of the VS 
to establish and enforce sanitary and 
food hygiene standards for 
establishments that produce and 
process food of animal origin, including 
slaughter, rendering, dairy, egg, honey 
and other animal product processing 
establishments.  

Includes the regulation, initial 
authorisation of establishments, and 
the ongoing inspection of 
establishments and processes, 
including the identification of and 
response to non-compliance, based on 
HACCP principles. It includes external 
coordination between Competent 
Authorities as may be required. 

Levels of advancement 

1. Regulation, authorisation, and inspection of relevant 
establishments and processes are generally not 
undertaken in conformity with international standards. 

2. Regulation, authorisation and inspection of relevant 
establishments and processes are undertaken in 
conformity with international standards in some selected 
premises (e.g. export premises). 

3. Regulation, authorisation and inspection of relevant 
establishments and processes are undertaken in 
conformity with international standards in large premises 
supplying major cities and/or the national market. 

4. Regulation, authorisation and inspection of relevant 
establishments and processes are undertaken in 
conformity with international standards for premises 
supplying the national and local markets. There are 
some reports of dealing with non-compliance.  

5. Regulation, authorisation, inspection and audit of 
relevant establishments and processes are undertaken 
in conformity with international standards at all 
premises. There are documented cases of the 
identification and effective response to non-compliance.  
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B. Ante- and post-mortem 
inspection at slaughter 
facilities and associated 
premises  

The authority and capability of the 
VS to implement and manage the 
ante-mortem inspection of animals 
destined for slaughter and the post-
mortem inspection of carcases and 
meat products at slaughter facilities 
and associated premises, including 
to ensure meat hygiene and safety, 
and for the collection of information 
relevant to livestock diseases and 
zoonoses.  

This includes standards relating to 
veterinary and veterinary 
paraprofessional supervision and 
inspection, and protocols applied for 
ante- and post-mortem inspection 
findings, based on HACCP 
principles. It includes external 
coordination between Competent 
Authorities as may be required.  

Levels of advancement 

1. Ante- and post-mortem inspection is generally not 
undertaken in conformity with international standards. 

2. Ante- and post-mortem inspection with collection of 
disease information is undertaken in conformity with 
international standards only in selected premises (e.g. 
export premises). 

3. Ante- and post-mortem inspection with collection of 
disease information is undertaken in conformity with 
international standards for export premises and the major 
abattoirs in the larger cities and/or producing meat for 
distribution throughout the national market. 

4. Ante- and post-mortem inspection with collection of 
disease information is undertaken in conformity with 
international standards for all slaughter facilities producing 
meat for export, national and local markets. 

5. Ante- and post-mortem inspection with collection of 
disease information is undertaken in conformity with 
international standards at all premises (including municipal, 
community, and on-farm slaughtering and distribution) and 
are subject to periodic audits. 
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II-8 Veterinary medicines 
and biologicals 

The authority and capability of 
the VS to regulate veterinary 
medicines, and biologicals, in 
order to ensure their quality 
and safety, as well as their 
responsible and prudent use, 
including as medicated feed.  

This includes the marketing 
authorisation/registration, 
import, manufacture, quality 
control, export, labelling, 
advertising, distribution, sale 
(includes dispensing) and use 
(includes prescribing) of 
these products. 

 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS cannot regulate veterinary medicines and biologicals. 

2. The VS have some capability to exercise regulatory and 
administrative control over the import, manufacture and market 
authorisation (registration) of veterinary medicines and 
biologicals to ensure their safety and quality, but cannot ensure 
their responsible and prudent use in the field. 

3. The VS exercise effective regulatory and administrative control 
for the market authorisation of veterinary medicines and 
biologicals and have some capacity to regulate to ensure their 
responsible and prudent use in the field, including reducing the 
risk from illegal imports. 

4. The VS exercise comprehensive and effective regulatory and 
administrative control of all aspects of veterinary medicines and 
biologicals, including market authorisation, responsible and 
prudent use in the field, and reducing the risks of illegal 
distribution and use. 

5. The control systems for veterinary medicines and biologicals are 
regularly audited, tested and updated when necessary, including 
via an effective pharmacovigilance programme. 
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II-9 Antimicrobial 
Resistance (AMR) and 
Antimicrobial  
Use (AMU) 

The authority and capability of 
the VS to manage AMR and 
AMU, and to undertake 
surveillance and control of the 
development and spread of 
AMR pathogens in animal 
production and animal origin 
food products, via a One 
Health approach. 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS cannot regulate or control AMR and AMU, and have not 
developed or contributed to an AMR action plan covering the 
veterinary domain. 

2. The VS are contributing or have contributed to a national AMR 
action plan. The action plan has initiated some activities to collect 
AMU/AMR data or control AMR e.g. awareness campaigns 
targeting veterinarians or farmers on the prudent use of 
antimicrobial agents (antimicrobials). The use of antimicrobials 
for growth promotion is discouraged. 

3. The VS have defined a national AMR action plan in coordination 
with the Public Health authorities and other stakeholders, and are 
implementing some AMU/AMR surveillance and regulations. The 
use of antimicrobials for growth promotion is prohibited.  

4. The VS are implementing a comprehensive AMR action plan 
based on risk, including AMR surveillance of the most important 
pathogens for animal health or food-borne diseases, the 
monitoring of AMU, and the prudent use of antimicrobials in 
animals (especially the use of critically important antimicrobials). 
The use of antimicrobials for growth promotion does not occur.   

5. An effective national AMR action plan covering the veterinary 
domain is regularly audited, reviewed and updated by the VS with 
the Public Health authorities and other stakeholders, using the 
results of AMU/AMR surveillance. The scale and type of 
antimicrobial usage in animals poses minimal risk of AMR and 
alternative solutions for the control of diseases in animals are 
being implemented.  
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II-10 Residue testing, 
monitoring and 
management 

The capability of the VS to 
undertake residue testing and 
monitoring programmes for 
veterinary medicines (e.g. 
antimicrobials and 
hormones), chemicals, 
pesticides, radionuclides, 
heavy metals, etc. and 
respond appropriately to 
adverse findings. 

Levels of advancement 

1. No residue testing for animal products is being undertaken. 

2. Some residue testing is being undertaken, such as for research 
or pilot purposes and/or it is conducted only on specific animal 
products for export.  

3. A comprehensive residue monitoring programme is conducted for 
all animal products for export and some for domestic 
consumption based on limited risk analysis. Documented 
protocols exist for preventing residue risks (e.g. withholding 
periods for veterinary drugs) and for responding to breaches of 
Maximum Residue Limits.  

4. A comprehensive residue monitoring programme is conducted for 
all animal products for export and domestic consumption based 
on risk analysis. Effective protocols both reduce residue risks and 
respond to breaches of Maximum Residue Limits, including 
traceback and follow up.  

5. The residue monitoring and risk management programme is 
subject to routine quality assurance and regular evaluation/audit. 
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➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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II-11  Animal feed safety 

The authority and capability of 
the VS to regulate animal 
feed safety e.g. processing, 
handling, storage, distribution 
and use of both commercial 
and on-farm produced animal 
feed and feed ingredients. 

This includes feed safety risks 
such as swill feeding, feeding 
by-products, ruminant feed 
bans, the use of 
antimicrobials in feed, as well 
as managing risks of 
microbial, physical and toxin 
contamination of feed.  

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS cannot regulate animal feed safety. 

2. The VS have some capability to exercise regulatory and 
administrative control over animal feed safety. 

3. The VS exercise regulatory and administrative control for most 
aspects of animal feed safety. 

4.  The VS exercise comprehensive and effective regulatory and 
administrative control of animal feed safety. 

5. The control systems are regularly audited, tested and updated 
when necessary. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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II-12  Identification, 
traceability and 
movement control 

A. Premises, herd, batch 
and animal 
identification, tracing 
and movement control 

The authority and capability of 
the VS, in coordination with 
producers and other 
stakeholders, to regulate the 
identification of animals, to 
trace their history and 
location(s), and to control 
domestic movements for the 
purpose of animal disease 
control, food safety, trade or 
other legal requirements 
under the VS mandate. 

 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS do not have the authority or the capability to regulate the 
identification of animals, either individually, by batch, or by 
premises, or to trace and control their movements. 

2. The VS can identify some animals by premises or location and 
control some movements, using traditional methods, and can 
demonstrate the ability to deal with a specific problem (e.g. to 
trace sampled or vaccinated animals for follow up, or to prevent 
theft). 

3.  The VS implement a system for animal identification, traceability 
and movement control for specific animal sub-populations (e.g. 
for export, at borders, specified zones or markets) as required for 
traceability and/or disease control, in accordance with 
international standards. 

4.  The VS implement appropriate and effective animal identification, 
traceability and movement control procedures for some animal 
species at national level, in accordance with international 
standards. 

5. The VS carry out periodic audits of the effectiveness of their 
identification, traceability and movement control systems. They 
have been demonstrated as effective in dealing with a problem 
(e.g. tracing a disease outbreak, residue or other food safety 
incident). 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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B. Identification, 
traceability and control 
of products of animal 
origin  

The capability of the 
Veterinary Authority, in 
coordination with Competent 
Authorities (such as food 
safety authorities) and other 
stakeholders as appropriate, 
to achieve whole-of-chain 
traceability, including the 
identification, tracing and 
control of products of animal 
origin for the purpose of food 
safety, animal health or trade. 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS do not have the capability or access to information to 
identify or trace products of animal origin. 

2. The VS can identify and trace some products of animal origin, by 
coordination between Competent Authorities, to deal with a 
specific problem (e.g. high risk products traced back to premises 
of origin).  

3. The VS have implemented procedures to identify and trace some 
products of animal origin, in coordination with Competent 
Authorities, for food safety, animal health and trade purposes, in 
accordance with international standards. 

4. The VS have implemented national programmes enabling them 
to identify and trace all products of animal origin, and respond to 
threats, in coordination with Competent Authorities, in 
accordance with international standards. 

5. The VS periodically audit the effectiveness of their identification 
and traceability procedures, in coordination with Competent 
Authorities. The procedures have been demonstrated as being 
effective for traceback and response to a relevant food safety 
incident (e.g. foodborne zoonoses or residue incident). 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 
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Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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II-13     Animal welfare 

The authority and capability of 
the VS to legislate and 
implement the animal welfare 
standards of the OIE as 
published in the Terrestrial 
Code. 

 

This requires consultation 
and coordination with 
Competent Authorities, non-
governmental organisations 
and other stakeholders, as 
appropriate. 

Levels of advancement 

1. There is no national legislation or regulations on animal welfare. 

2. There is limited national legislation or regulations on animal 
welfare covering some of the OIE standards, with limited 
stakeholder or public awareness. 

3. The national veterinary legislation (including laws and 
regulations) on animal welfare cover most OIE standards, with 
some awareness programmes and implementation, but are in 
conformity with international standards in only some sectors (e.g. 
for the export sector).  

4. Animal welfare programmes, supported by suitable veterinary 
legislation, are being implemented in conformity with relevant 
international standards and are applied to most sectors and 
species with stakeholder and public awareness. Documented 
compliance programmes, including consequences of non-
compliance are available.  

5. Animal welfare programmes, supported by suitable veterinary 
legislation, are being implemented in conformity with relevant 
international standards. Comprehensive national programmes 
are applied to all sectors and species with the active involvement 
of stakeholders. The animal welfare programmes, including non-
compliance issues, are subject to regular audit and review, with 
documented cases of responding effectively to non-compliance. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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III.3 Fundamental component III: Interaction with stakeholders 

This component of the evaluation concerns the capability of the VS to collaborate with and 

involve non-government stakeholders including the private sector, Non-Government 

Organisations (NGOs) and civil society organisations (including consumer organisations) in 

the implementation of programmes and activities. This also includes relevant state-owned 

enterprises, research institutions, universities and other training establishments. 

 

Critical Competencies: 

Section III-1 Communication 

Section III-2 Consultation with stakeholders 

Section III-3 Official representation and international collaboration 

Section III-4      Accreditation/ authorisation/ delegation 

Section III-5 Regulation of the profession by the Veterinary Statutory Body (VSB) 

Section III-6 Participation of producers and other stakeholders in joint programmes 

Section III-7           Veterinary clinical services 

-------------------------------------- 
Terrestrial Code References: 

Points 6, 7, 9 and 13 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary legislation/General 
organisation/Procedures and standards/Communication. 

Point 9 of Article 3.2.1. on General considerations. 

Points 2 and 7 of Article 3.2.3. on Evaluation criteria for the organisational structure of the Veterinary Services. 

Sub-point b) of Point 2 of Article 3.2.6. on Administrative resources: Communications. 

Article 3.2.11. on Participation on OIE activities. 

Article 3.2.12. on Evaluation of the veterinary statutory body. 

Points 4, 8 and Sub-point g) of Point 10 of Article 3.2.14. on Administration details/Animal health, animal welfare and veterinary 
public health controls/Sources of independent scientific expertise. 

Chapter 3.3. on Communication. 

Point 4 of Article 3.4.3. on General principles: Consultation. 

Article 3.4.5. on Competent Authorities. 

Article 3.4.6. on Veterinarians and veterinary paraprofessionals. 
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III-1 Communication 

The capability of the VS to 
keep non- government 
stakeholders aware and 
informed, in a transparent, 
effective and timely manner, 
of VS activities and 
programmes, and of 
developments in animal 
health, animal welfare and 
veterinary public health.  

This competency includes 
communication with all non-
government stakeholders, 
including industry 
groups/associations (such as 
livestock farmer, meat sector, 
dairy sector and trading 
groups), as well as relevant 
NGOs and the general public, 
such as via communication 
campaigns and the media, 
including social media.  

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS do not inform stakeholders of VS activities and 
programmes.  

2. The VS have informal communication mechanisms with some 
stakeholders (e.g. with the larger commercial livestock or related 
companies).  

3. The VS maintain a dedicated and specialist communications 
function which communicates with stakeholders occasionally, but 
it is not always up-to-date or pro-active in providing information.  

4. The VS contact point or unit for communication provides up-to-
date information to most relevant stakeholders. This information 
is aligned with a well-developed communications plan, and 
accessible via the Internet and other appropriate channels 
targeted to the audience, and covers relevant events, activities 
and programmes, including during crises.  

5. The VS have a well-developed communications plan, and 
regularly circulate information to all relevant stakeholders, well 
targeted to the audience via the full range of communications 
media, including social media. The VS regularly evaluate and 
revise their communications plan. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 
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Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



Name of Country  OIE PVS Evaluation Follow-Up – 20.. 

 

75 
 

III-2 Consultation with 
stakeholders 

The capability of the VS to 
consult effectively with non-
government stakeholders on 
VS policies and programmes, 
and on developments in 
animal health and food safety.  

This competency includes 
consultation with all non-
government stakeholders, 
including industry 
groups/associations (such as 
livestock farmer, meat sector, 
dairy sector and trading 
groups), as well as interested 
NGOs and members of the 
public.  

Unlike communication (CCIII-
1), consultation is two way 
and should involve 
mechanisms that not only 
inform, but actively seek 
views of consulted parties, for 
consideration and response.   

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS have no mechanisms for consultation with non-
government stakeholders.  

2. The VS maintain informal channels of consultation with some 
non-government stakeholders (e.g. only the larger commercial 
livestock or related companies) 

3. The VS hold formal consultations with non-government 
stakeholders, usually represented by industry groups or 
associations.  

4. The VS regularly hold workshops and meetings with non-
government stakeholders, who are organised to have broad 
representation, such as through elected, self-financed industry 
groups or associations.  Consultation outcomes are documented 
and the views of stakeholders considered and occasionally 
incorporated.  

5. The VS actively consult with all non-government stakeholders, 
including representatives of smaller producers, regarding current 
and proposed policies and programmes, developments in animal 
health and food safety, and proposed interventions at the OIE, 
Codex Alimentarius Commission, WTO SPS Committee, etc. The 
consultation results in improved, better adapted activities and 
greater stakeholder support.  

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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III-3 Official representation 
and international 
collaboration 

The capability of the VS to 
regularly and actively 
participate, coordinate and 
provide follow-up on relevant 
meetings and activities of 
regional and international 
organisations including the 
OIE, Codex Alimentarius 
Commission, WTO SPS 
Committee, WHO, FAO and 
Regional Economic 
Communities. 

 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS do not participate in or follow up on relevant meetings or 
activities of regional or international organisations. 

2. The VS sporadically participate in relevant meetings or activities 
and/or make a limited contribution. 

3. The VS actively participate in the majority of relevant meetings 
and activities, and provide some feedback to national colleagues. 

4. The VS consult with non-government stakeholders and take into 
consideration their opinions in developing papers and making 
interventions in relevant meetings and in following up on meeting 
outcomes at national or regional level. 

5. The VS consult with non-government stakeholders to provide 
leadership, to ensure that strategic issues are identified, and to 
ensure coordination among national delegations as part of their 
participation in relevant meetings, and follow up on meeting 
outcomes at national and/or regional levels. The VS collaborate 
internationally by sharing information and assisting to build 
capacity where appropriate. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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III-4 Accreditation/ 
authorisation/ 
delegation  

The authority and capability of 
the public sector of the VS to 
accredit/authorise/delegate to 
private sector or NGO 
expertise (e.g. private 
veterinarians and 
laboratories, animal welfare 
NGOs), to carry out official 
tasks on their behalf, usually 
via a formal agreement (i.e. 
public-private partnership). 

Levels of advancement 

1. The public sector of the VS has neither the authority nor the 
capability to accredit/authorise/delegate to the private sector or 
NGOs official tasks.  

2. The public sector of the VS has the authority or capability to 
accredit/authorise/delegate official tasks to the private sector or 
NGOs, but there are currently no 
accreditation/authorisation/delegation activities.  

3. The public sector of the VS develops 
accreditation/authorisation/delegation programmes for certain 
tasks using formal agreements, but these activities are not 
routinely reviewed.  

4. The public sector of the VS develops and implements 
accreditation/authorisation/delegation programmes using formal 
agreements, and these activities are routinely reviewed to 
maintain standards and manage performance.  

5. The public sector of the VS carries out audits of its 
accreditation/authorisation/delegation programmes, in order to 
maintain the trust of their trading partners and other stakeholders. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 
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➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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III-5 Regulation of the 
profession by the 
Veterinary Statutory 
Body (VSB) 

The authority and capacity of 
the VSB to effectively and 
independently maintain 
educational and professional 
standards for veterinarians 
and veterinary 
paraprofessionals.  

Regulation includes licensing 
or registration of those 
veterinarians and veterinary 
paraprofessionals that meet 
educational standards, and 
the ongoing oversight of their 
professional competence and 
conduct. 

Levels of advancement 

1. There is no VSB. 

2. The VSB regulates veterinarians only within certain sectors of the 
veterinary profession and/or does not systematically apply 
educational standards or disciplinary measures. 

3. The VSB regulates veterinarians in all sectors of the veterinary 
profession setting educational standards and applying 
disciplinary measures. 

4. The VSB regulates veterinarians in all sectors and some 
veterinary paraprofessionals in a transparent manner. It has 
defined one or more specific categories of veterinary 
paraprofessional and their qualifications for initial and ongoing 
registration.  

5. The VSB regulates and applies disciplinary measures to 
veterinarians and veterinary paraprofessionals in all sectors 
throughout the country. Veterinarians and veterinary 
paraprofessionals are required to undertake continuing education 
to maintain their professional registration.  

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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III-6 Participation of 
producers and other 
stakeholders in joint 
programmes 

The capability of the VS to 
develop joint programmes 
(public-private partnerships) 
with producers and non-
government stakeholders to 
deliver animal health, 
veterinary public health, food 
safety and/or animal welfare 
outcomes. 

 

Levels of advancement 

1. Producers and other non-government stakeholders do not 
participate in joint programmes. 

2. Producers and other non-government stakeholders are informed 
of programmes by the VS and informally assist the VS in 
programme delivery in the field (e.g. industry groups helping to 
communicate the programme with their membership). 

3. Producers and other non-government stakeholders formally 
participate with the VS in the delivery of joint programmes and 
advise of needed changes and improvements. 

4. Representatives of producers and other non-government 
stakeholders actively partner with the VS to plan, manage and 
implement joint programmes. 

5. Producers and other non-government stakeholders contribute 
resources and may lead the development and delivery of effective 
joint programmes with the VS. They also actively participate in 
their regular review, audit and revision. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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III-7   Veterinary clinical 
services 

The availability and quality of 
veterinary clinical services to 
meet the needs of animal 
owners, including their 
access to animal disease or 
injury diagnosis and 
treatment. 

Levels of advancement 

1. There are no/few clinical services provided from either the public 
or private sector.  

2. Clinical services are available to animal owners in some areas 
but the quality and coverage (i.e. access to qualified veterinarians 
and/or veterinary paraprofessionals) is highly variable.  

3. Clinical services are available to most animal owners via the 
public and/or private sector. In rural areas this is delivered mostly 
by veterinary paraprofessionals with some formal training and 
some veterinary supervision – but providing only basic clinical 
diagnosis and treatment.   

4. Clinical services are available to all animal owners via an efficient 
network of veterinary clinics, including in rural areas, serviced by 
qualified veterinarians assisted by veterinary paraprofessionals. 
Diagnoses are generally made prior to treatment, including with 
supporting laboratory tests where appropriate and professional 
standards are maintained by a well-functioning VSB.  

5. Clinical services are available to all animal owners through 
qualified veterinarians, with appropriate facilities, diagnostic 
equipment and treatments, and the opportunity for specialist 
referral if required.  

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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III.4 Fundamental component IV: Access to markets  

This component of the evaluation concerns the authority and capability of the VS to provide 

support by demonstrating the overall integrity of its animal health and veterinary public health 

system in order to access, expand and retain regional and international markets for animals 

and animal products.  

 

Critical Competencies: 

Section IV-1 Veterinary legislation 

A. Legal quality and coverage  

B. Implementation and compliance  

Section IV-2 International harmonisation 

Section IV-3 International certification 

Section IV-4 Equivalence and other types of sanitary agreements 

Section IV-5 Transparency 

Section IV-6 Zoning 

Section IV-7          Compartmentalisation 

 

-------------------------------------- 

Terrestrial Code References: 

Points 6, 7 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary legislation/General organisation/Procedures 
and standards. 

Points 1 and 2 of Article 3.2.7. on Legislation and functional capabilities: Animal health, animal welfare and veterinary public 
health/Export/import inspection. 

Points 1 and 3 of Article 3.2.8. on Animal health controls: Animal health status/National animal disease reporting systems. 

Sub-point g) of Point 4 of Article 3.2.10. on Veterinary Services administration: Trade performance history. 

Article 3.2.11. on Participation in OIE activities. 

Points 7 and 11 of Article 3.2.14. on Veterinary legislation, regulations and functional capabilities/Membership of the OIE. 

Chapter 3.4. on Veterinary legislation. 

Chapter 4.3. on Zoning and compartmentalisation. 

Chapter 4.4. on Application of compartmentalisation. 

Chapter 5.1. on General obligations related to certification. 

Chapter 5.2. on Certification procedures. 

Chapter 5.3. on OIE procedures relevant to the Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures of the 
World Trade Organization. 

Chapters 5.10. to 5.13. on Model international veterinary certificates. 
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IV-1 Veterinary legislation  

The effectiveness of veterinary 
legislation (including laws and 
regulations).  

A. Legal quality and 
coverage 

 
The authority and capability of 
the VS to develop and update 
veterinary legislation, to ensure 
its quality and coverage of the 
veterinary domain.  

This competency covers the 
quality of legislation considering 
the principles of legal drafting, its 
impact, and suitability for 
implementation.  

This competency includes formal 
collaboration with expert legal 
drafters and lawyers, other 
relevant ministries and 
Competent Authorities, national 
agencies and decentralised 
institutions that share authority or 
have mutual interest in relevant 
areas of the veterinary domain. It 
also includes consultation with 
stakeholders that may affect or 
be affected by the veterinary 
legislation. 

Levels of advancement 

1. Veterinary legislation is lacking, out-dated or of poor quality. 
The VS do not have the authority or capability to develop and 
update veterinary legislation.    

2. Veterinary legislation covers some fields of the veterinary 
domain. The VS, working occasionally with expert legal 
drafters and lawyers, have some authority and capability to 
develop and update veterinary legislation. 

3. Veterinary legislation covers most fields of the veterinary 
domain, including those fields under other Competent 
Authorities. The VS, working in formal partnership with expert 
legal drafters and lawyers, have the authority and capability to 
develop and update national veterinary legislation, including 
via consultation with stakeholders, to ensure its legal quality 
and applicability. 

4. Veterinary legislation covers the entire veterinary domain. The 
VS have the authority and the capability to develop and 
update veterinary legislation at national (and sub-national 
where relevant) level – using a formal methodology which 
considers international standards, consultation with 
stakeholders, legal quality and applicability, and regulatory 
impact. 

5. Veterinary legislation comprehensively covers the entire 
veterinary domain. The VS regularly evaluate and update 
veterinary legislation at national (and sub-national where 
relevant) level, with reference to ongoing effectiveness and 
changing international standards and science.  

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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B. Implementation and 
compliance  

The authority and capability of 
the VS to ensure 
implementation of and 
compliance with veterinary 
legislation across the 
veterinary domain through 
communication, compliance 
and inspection activities.  

This competency includes 
formal collaboration with 
other relevant ministries and 
Competent Authorities, 
national agencies and 
decentralised institutions that 
share responsibility for 
implementation or have 
mutual interest in relevant 
areas. 

Levels of advancement 

1. Veterinary legislation is not implemented or poorly implemented, 
and it is not supported by communication, compliance and 
inspection activities.  

2. Veterinary legislation is implemented through some activities of 
communication and awareness raising on stakeholder legal 
obligations, but few compliance and inspection activities are 
conducted. 

3. Veterinary legislation is implemented through a programme of 
communication and awareness raising, and through formal, 
documented compliance and inspection activities. The VS 
undertake some legal action (e.g. administrative fines or 
prosecution) in instances of non-compliance in most relevant 
fields of activity. 

4. Veterinary legislation is implemented across the entire veterinary 
domain and is consistently applied. The VS work to minimise 
instances of non-compliance through multiple means, including 
through targeted communications, incentives and appropriate 
legal processes. They have documented reports of responding to 
non-compliance.  

5. Veterinary legislation compliance programmes are regularly 
subjected to audit and review by the VS or external agencies.  

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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IV-2 International 
harmonisation  

The authority and capability of 
the VS to be active in the 
harmonisation of national 
veterinary legislation and 
sanitary measures to ensure 
they take into account 
international standards, 
and/or related regional 
directives or guidelines.   

Levels of advancement 

1. National veterinary legislation and sanitary measures under the 
mandate of the VS do not take into account international 
standards.  

2. The VS are aware of gaps, inconsistencies or non-conformities in 
national veterinary legislation and sanitary measures as 
compared to international standards, but do not have the 
capability or authority to rectify the problems.  

3. The VS monitor the establishment of new and revised 
international standards, and periodically review national 
veterinary legislation and sanitary measures in response. 

4. The VS harmonise veterinary legislation and sanitary measures, 
and can demonstrate a level of alignment with changing 
international standards. The VS also review and comment on the 
draft standards of relevant intergovernmental organisations, and 
work through regional organisations, where available, to ensure 
better harmonisation with international standards.  

5. The VS actively and regularly participate at the international level 
in the formulation, negotiation and adoption of international 
standards, and use the standards to regularly harmonise national 
veterinary legislation and sanitary measures. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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IV-3 International certification 

The authority and capability of the 
VS to reliably certify animals and 
animal products, and related 
services and processes under their 
mandate, for export, in accordance 
with national veterinary legislation, 
international standards and 
importing country requirements. 

This refers to the country’s 
veterinary export certification 
processes. Issues such as: the 
legislative basis, format and content 
of veterinary certificates; who signs 
certificates and the confidence they 
have in what they are certifying; and 
the outcome in terms of meeting 
international standards and/or 
importing country requirements to 
facilitate exportation should all be 
considered.  

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS have neither the authority nor the capability to 
certify animals and animal products for export.  

2. The VS have the authority to certify certain animals and 
animal products for export, but are not always in 
compliance with national veterinary legislation, and 
international standards. 

3. The VS develop and carry out certification for certain 
animals, animal products, services and processes for 
export under their mandate in compliance with 
international standards. 

4. The VS develop and carry out all relevant certification 
programmes for all animals, animal products, services and 
processes for export under their mandate in compliance 
with international standards. 

5. The VS carry out audits of their certification programmes, 
in order to maintain national and international confidence 
in their system.  

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 
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➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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IV-4 Equivalence and other types of 
sanitary agreements  

The authority and capability of the VS to 
apply flexibility in negotiating, 
implementing and maintaining 
equivalence and other types of sanitary 
agreements with trading partners.  

As a reference, Article 4 of the WTO 
SPS Agreement states: Member 
Countries shall accept the sanitary or 
phytosanitary measures of other 
Member Countries as equivalent, even 
if these measures differ from their own 
or from those used by other Member 
Countries trading in the same product, 
if the exporting Member Country 
objectively demonstrates to the 
importing Member Country that its 
measures achieve the importing 
Member Country's appropriate level of 
sanitary or phytosanitary protection. For 
this purpose, reasonable access shall 
be given, upon request, to the importing 
Member Country for inspection, testing 
and other relevant procedures. 

 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS have neither the authority nor the capability to 
negotiate or approve equivalence or other types of 
sanitary agreements with other countries.  

2. The VS have the authority to negotiate and approve 
equivalence and other types of sanitary agreements 
with trading partners, but no such agreements have 
been implemented. 

3. The VS have implemented equivalence and other types 
of sanitary agreements with trading partners on 
selected animals, animal products and processes.  

4. The VS actively pursue the development, 
implementation and maintenance of equivalence and 
other types of sanitary agreements with trading 
partners on matters relevant to animals, animal 
products and processes under their mandate. They 
publish their existing sanitary agreeements in the public 
domain. 

5. The VS actively work with stakeholders and take into 
account developments in international standards, in 
pursuing equivalence and other types of sanitary 
agreements with trading partners. 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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IV-5 Transparency  

The authority and capability of 
the VS to notify the OIE, 
WTO, trading partners and 
other relevant organisations 
of its disease status, 
regulations and sanitary 
measures and systems, in 
accordance with established 
procedures, as applicable to 
international trade.  

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS do not notify. 

2. The VS occasionally notify. 

3. The VS notify in compliance with the procedures established by 
these organisations.  

4. The VS regularly and actively inform stakeholders of changes in 
disease status, regulations and sanitary measures and systems, 
as applicable to international trade. 

5. The VS, in cooperation with their stakeholders, carry out reviews 
or audits of their notification procedures.  

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 
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Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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IV-6 Zoning 

The authority and capability of 
the VS to establish and 
maintain disease free zones, 
as necessary and in 
accordance with the criteria 
established by the OIE (and 
by the WTO SPS Agreement 
where applicable).  

Where a country has no need 
for or interest in developing 
disease free zones and has 
not initiated such a process, 
this Critical Competency 
should be assessed as “Non-
Applicable” (N/A). 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS do not have the authority or capability to initiate the 
establishment of disease free zones. 

2. The VS have identified a geographical animal sub-population or 
sub-populations as candidates to target a specific health status 
suitable for zoning. 

3. The VS are implementing biosecurity and sanitary measures with 
the intention of establishing a disease free zone for selected 
animals and animal products. 

4. The VS have established at least one disease free zone of 
selected animals and animal products with collaboration from 
producers and other stakeholders in alignment with OIE 
standards.  

5. The VS can demonstrate the scientific basis for any disease free 
zone and have gained recognition by OIE and/or trading partners 
that they meet the criteria established by the OIE (and by the 
WTO SPS Agreement where applicable). 

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 
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➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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IV-7 Compartmentalisation 

The authority and capability of 
the VS to establish and 
maintain disease free 
compartments in accordance 
with the criteria established 
by the OIE.  

Where a country or its 
relevant animal industries 
have no need for or interest in 
developing disease free 
compartments and neither 
party has initiated or 
considered such a process or 
partnership, this Critical 
Competency should be 
assessed as “Non-
Applicable” (N/A). 

Levels of advancement 

1. The VS do not have the authority or capability to initiate the 
establishment of disease free compartments. 

2. The VS can identify animal sub-populations as candidate 
establishments with a specific health status suitable for 
compartmentalisation, in partnership with interested 
stakeholders. 

3. The VS, working in close partnership with interested 
stakeholders, ensure that planned biosecurity measures to be 
implemented will enable the establishment and maintenance of 
disease free compartments for selected animals and animal 
products. 

4. The VS collaborate with producers and other stakeholders to 
define responsibilities and undertake actions that enable the 
establishment and maintenance of disease free compartments 
for selected animals and animal products, including a national 
government certification and accreditation system. 

5. The VS can demonstrate the scientific basis for disease free 
compartments and have gained recognition by other countries 
that they meet the criteria established by the OIE (and by the 
WTO SPS Agreement where applicable).  

Terrestrial Code reference(s): Appendix 1 

 

Results from Previous PVS Pathway Missions: 

(Example only – team to complete)  

➢ PVS Evaluation (2007) - Level 2  

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (2009) – Level 3 (5 year target) 

➢ PVS Evaluation Follow-Up (2012) - Level 3 

➢ PVS Gap Analysis (Update, 2014) - Level 4 (5 year target) 

Findings: 

Narrative 

Narrative 

Key Changes from 20XX to 20XX (year of last PVS Evaluation/Follow-up mission) to (year 

of current mission): 

Max. 2-3 dot points 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Strengths: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 
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Weaknesses: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Recommendations: 

➢ Bullet point 1 

➢ Bullet point 2 

Evidence (as listed in Appendix 6): 
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Appendix 1: Terrestrial Code references for Critical Competencies 

Critical 
Competencies 

Terrestrial Code references 

I-1.A 

I-1.B 
I-2.A 
I-2.B 

➢ Points 1-5 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Professional 
judgement/Independence/Impartiality/Integrity/Objectivity.  

➢ Points 7 and 14 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: General 
organisation/Human and financial resources. 

➢ Article 3.2.5. on Evaluation criteria for human resources. 

➢ Article 3.2.12. on Evaluation of the veterinary statutory body. 

➢ Points 1-2 and 5 of Article 3.2.14. on Organisation and structure of Veterinary 
Services/National information on human resources/Laboratory services. 

I-3 

➢ Points 1, 7 and 14 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: 
Professional judgement/General organisation/Human and financial resources. 

➢ Article 3.2.5. on Evaluation criteria for human resources. 

➢ Sub-point d) of Point 4 of Article 3.2.10. on Veterinary Services administration: 
In-service training and development programme for staff. 

➢ Point 10 of Article 3.2.14. on Performance assessment and audit 
programmes. 

I-4 ➢ Point 2 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Independence. 

I-5 

➢ Point 1 of Article 3.2.3. on Evaluation criteria for the organisational structure of 
the Veterinary Services. 

➢ Point 10 of Article 3.2.14. on Performance assessment and audit programmes. 

I-6.A 

I-6.B 

➢ Points 6, 7 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: 
Veterinary legislation/General organisation/Procedures and standards. 

➢ Article 3.2.2. on Scope. 

➢ Points 1 and 2 of Article 3.2.3. on Evaluation criteria for the organisational 
structure of the Veterinary Services. 

➢ Point 4 of Article 3.2.10. on Performance assessment and audit programmes: 
Veterinary Services administration. 

I-7 

➢ Point 2 of Article 3.2.4. on Evaluation criteria for quality system: “Where the 
Veterinary Services undergoing evaluation… than on the resource and 
infrastructural components of the services”. 

➢ Points 2 and 3 of Article 3.2.6. on Evaluation criteria for material resources: 
Administrative / Technical. 

➢ Point 3 of Article 3.2.10. on Performance assessment and audit programmes: 
Compliance. 

➢ Point 4 of Article 3.2.14. on Administration details. 

I-8 

I-9 

➢ Points 6 and 14 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: 
Veterinary legislation / Human and financial resources. 

➢ Point 1 of Article 3.2.6. on Evaluation criteria for material resources: Financial. 

➢ Point 3 of Article 3.2.14. on Financial management information. 

II-1.A 

II-1.B 

II-1.C 

➢ Point 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Procedures and 
standards. 

➢ Point 1 of Article 3.2.4. on Evaluation criteria for quality systems. 

➢ Point 3 of Article 3.2.6. on Evaluation criteria for material resources: Technical. 

➢ Point 5 of Article 3.2.14. on Laboratory services. 

II-2 

➢ Chapter 2.1. on Import risk analysis 

➢ Chapter 6.11. on Risk analysis for antimicrobial resistance arising from the use 
of antimicrobial agents in animals 

II-3 

➢ Points 6 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary 
legislation / Procedures and standards. 

➢ Point 2 of Article 3.2.7. on Legislation and functional capabilities: Export/import 
inspection. 
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➢ Points 7 and 8 of Article 3.2.14. on Veterinary legislation, regulations and 
functional capabilities / Animal health and veterinary public health controls. 

II-4.A 

II-4.B 

➢ Points 6, 7 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: 
Veterinary legislation / General organisation / Procedures and standards. 

➢ Points 1-3 of Article 3.2.8. on Animal health controls: Animal health status / 
Animal health control / National animal disease reporting systems. 

➢ Sub-points a) i), ii) and iii) of Point 8 of Article 3.2.14. on Animal health: 
Description of and sample data from any national animal disease reporting 
system controlled and operated or coordinated by the Veterinary Services / 
Description of and sample reference data from other national animal disease 
reporting systems controlled and operated by other organisations which make 
data and results available to Veterinary Services / Description and relevant 
data of current official control programmes including:… or eradication 
programmes for specific diseases. 

➢ Chapter 1.4. on Animal health surveillance. 

➢ Chapter 1.5. on Surveillance for arthropod vectors of animal diseases. 

II-5 

➢ Points 6, 7 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: 
Veterinary legislation / General organisation / Procedures and standards. 

➢ Points 1-3 of Article 3.2.8. on Animal health controls: Animal health status / 
Animal health control / National animal disease reporting systems. 

➢ Sub-point a) of Point 8 of Article 3.2.14. on Animal health, animal welfare and 
veterinary public health controls: Animal health. 

II-6 

➢ Points 6, 7 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: 
Veterinary legislation / General organisation / Procedures and standards. 

➢ Points 1-3 of Article 3.2.8. on Animal health controls: Animal health status / 
Animal health control / National animal disease reporting systems. 

➢ Sub-point a) of Point 8 of Article 3.2.14. on Animal health, animal welfare and 
veterinary public health controls: Animal health. 

➢ Chapter 4.12. on Disposal of dead animal. 

II-7.A 

II-7.B 

➢ Points 6, 7 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: 
Veterinary legislation / General organisation / Procedures and standards. 

➢ Article 3.4.12. on Human food production chain. 

➢ Points 1-5 of Article 3.2.9. on Veterinary public health controls: Food hygiene / 
Zoonoses / Chemical residue testing programmes / Veterinary medicines/ 
Integration between animal health controls and veterinary public health. 

➢ Points 2, 7 and 8 of Article 3.2.14. on National information on human 
resources / Veterinary legislation, regulations and functional capabilities 
/ Animal health and veterinary public health controls. 

➢ Chapter 6.2. on Control of biological hazards of animal health and public 
health importance through ante- and post-mortem meat inspection. 

➢ Chapter 6.3. on Control of biological hazards of animal health and public 
health importance through ante- and post-mortem meat inspection. 

 

References to Codex Alimentarius Commission standards: 

➢ Code of Hygienic practice for meat (CAC/RCP 58-2005). 

➢ Code of Hygienic practice for milk and milk products (CAC/RCP/ 57-2004). 

➢ General Principles of Food Hygiene (CAC/RCP 1-1969; amended 1999. 
Revisions 1997 and 2003). 

II-8 

➢ Points 6 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary 
legislation/Procedures and standards. 

➢ Points 3 and 4 of Article 3.2.9. on Veterinary public health controls: Chemical 
residue testing programmes/Veterinary medicines. 

➢ Sub-point a) ii) of Point 7 of Article 3.2.14. on Animal health and animal 
welfare and veterinary public health: Assessment of ability of Veterinary 
Services to enforce legislation. 

II-9 
➢ Chapter 6.7. on Introduction to the recommendations for controlling 

antimicrobial resistance 

http://www.oie.int/eng/normes/mcode/en_chapitre_1.1.1.htm#terme_services_veterinaires
http://www.oie.int/eng/normes/mcode/en_chapitre_1.1.1.htm#terme_services_veterinaires
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➢ Chapter 6.8. on Harmonisation of national antimicrobial resistance surveillance 
and monitoring programmes 

➢ Chapter 6.9. on Monitoring of the quantities and usage patterns of 
antimicrobial agents used in food-producing animals 

➢ Chapter 6.10. on Responsible and prudent use of antimicrobial agents in 
veterinary medicine 

➢ Chapter 6.11. on Risk analysis for antimicrobial resistance arising from the use 
of antimicrobial agents in animals 

 

References to Codex Alimentarius Commission standards: 

➢ Guidelines for Risk Analysis of Foodborne Antimicrobial Resistance (CAC/GL 
77-2011) 

➢ Code of Practice to Minimize and Contain Antimicrobial Resistance (CAC/RCP 
61-2005). 

II-10 

➢ Points 3 and 4 of Article 3.2.9. on Veterinary public health controls: Chemical 
residue testing programmes / Veterinary medicines. 

➢ Sub-points b) iii) and iv) of Point 8 of Article 3.2.14. on Veterinary public 
health: Chemical residue testing programmes / Veterinary medicines. 

➢ Chapter 2.2 – Criteria applied by the OIE for assessing the safety of 
commodities. 

 

References to Codex Alimentarius Commission standards: 

➢ Guidelines for the Design and Implementation of National Regulatory Food 
Safety Assurance Programmes Associated with the Use of Veterinary Drugs in 
Food Producing Animals (CAC/GL 71-2009) 

➢ Glossary of Terms and Definitions (Residues of Veterinary Drugs in Foods) 
(CAC/MISC 5-1993)  

➢ Maximum Residue Limits (MRLs) and Risk Management Recommendations 
(RMRs) for Residues of Veterinary Drugs in Foods (CAC/MRL 2) 

➢ Code of Practice to Minimize and Contain Antimicrobial Resistance (CAC/RCP 
61-2005) 

➢ General Standard for Contaminants and Toxins in Food and Feed (CODEX 
STAN 193-1995) 

➢ Code of Practice Concerning Source Directed Measures to Reduce 
Contamination of Foods with Chemicals (CAC/RCP 49-2001) 

➢ Guidelines for Risk Analysis of Foodborne Antimicrobial Resistance (CAC/GL 
77-2011). 

➢ Code of Practice to Minimize and Contain Antimicrobial Resistance (CAC/RCP 
61-2005). 

II-11 

➢ Chapter 6.4. on Control of hazards of animal health and public health 
importance in animal feed. 

➢ Chapter 6.10.8 – Responsibilities of animal feed manufacturers 

II-12.A 

II-12.B 

➢ Point 6 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary 
legislation. 

➢ Chapter 4.1. on General principles on identification and traceability of live 
animals. 

➢ Chapter 4.2. on Design and implementation of identification systems to 
achieve animal traceability. 

II-13 

➢ Section 7 on Animal Welfare 

➢ Chapters 7.2., 7.3., 7.4. 7.5., 7.6., 7.9., 7.10., 7.11 and 7.13. on farm animal 
welfare (including humane on farm, transport and slaughter conditions). 

➢ Chapter 7.8. on Use of animals in research and education. 

➢ Chapter 7.7. on Stray dog population control. 

➢ Chapter 7.12. on Welfare of working equids. 

III-1 

➢ Point 13 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Communication. 

➢ Sub-point b) of Point 2 of Article 3.2.6. on Administrative resources: 
Communications. 
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➢ Point 4 of Article 3.2.14. on Administration details. 

➢ Chapter 3.3. on Communication. 

III-2 

➢ Point 13 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Communication. 

➢ Point 2 of Article 3.2.3. on Evaluation criteria for the organisational structure of 
the Veterinary Services. 

➢ Point 4 and Sub-point g) of Point 10 of Article 3.2.14. on Administration details 
and on Sources of independent scientific expertise. 

➢ Chapter 3.3. on Communication. 

III-3 
➢ Article 3.2.11. on Participation on OIE activities. 

➢ Point 4 of Article 3.2.14. on Administration details. 

III-4 

➢ Points 6, 7 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: 
Veterinary legislation / General organisation / Procedures and standards. 

➢ Point 7 of Article 3.2.3. on Evaluation criteria for the organisational structure of 
the Veterinary Services. 

➢ Article 3.4.5. on Competent Authorities. 

III-5 

➢ Point 6 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary 
legislation. 

➢ Point 9 of Article 3.2.1. on General considerations. 

➢ Article 3.2.12. on Evaluation of the veterinary statutory body. 

➢ Article 3.4.6. on Veterinarians and veterinary para-professionals. 

III-6 

➢ Points 6 and 13 of Article 3.1.2. Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary 
legislation / Communication. 

➢ Points 2 and 7 of Article 3.2.3. on Evaluation criteria for the organisational 
structure of the Veterinary Services. 

➢ Point 8 of Article 3.2.14. on Animal health, animal welfare and veterinary public 
health controls. 

➢ Point 4 of Article 3.4.3. on General principles: Consultation. 

III-7 

➢ Chapter 1.4. on Animal health surveillance.  

➢ Chapter 1.5. on Surveillance for arthropod vectors of animal diseases. 

➢ Points 6, 7 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: 
Veterinary legislation/Procedures and standards. 

➢ Points 1-3 of Article 3.2.8. on Animal health controls: Animal health 
status/Animal health control/National animal disease reporting systems. 

➢ Points 4 of Article 3.2.9. on Veterinary public health controls: Veterinary 
medicines. 

IV-1.A 

IV-1.B 

➢ Points 6, 7 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: 
Veterinary legislation / General organisation / Procedures and standards. 

➢ Points 1 and 2 of Article 3.2.7. on Legislation and functional capabilities: 
Animal health, animal welfare and veterinary public health / Export/import 
inspection. 

➢ Point 7 of Article 3.2.14. on Veterinary legislation, regulations and functional 
capabilities. 

➢ Chapter 3.4. on Veterinary legislation, specifically articles 3.4.3 and 3.4.4 

IV-2 

➢ Point 6 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary 
legislation. 

➢ Article 3.2.11. on Participation in OIE activities. 

➢ Points 7 and 11 of Article 3.2.14. on Veterinary legislation, regulations and 
functional capabilities/Membership of the OIE. 

IV-3 

➢ Points 6, 7 and 9 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: 
Veterinary legislation/General organisation/Procedures and standards. 

➢ Point 2 of Article 3.2.7. on Legislation and functional capabilities: Export/import 
inspection. 

➢ Sub-point b) of Point 7 of Article 3.2.14. on Veterinary legislation, regulations 
and functional capabilities: Export/import inspection.  

➢ Chapter 5.2. on Certification procedures. 

➢ Chapters 5.10. to 5.13. on Model international veterinary certificates. 
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IV-4 

➢ Points 6 and 7 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary 
legislation/General organisation. 

➢ Sub-point g) of Point 4 of Article 3.2.10. on Veterinary Services administration: 
Trade performance history. 

➢ Chapter 5.3. on OIE procedures relevant to the Agreement on the Application 
of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures of the World Trade Organization. 

IV-5 

➢ Point 6 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary 
legislation. 

➢ Points 1 and 3 of Article 3.2.8. on Animal health controls: Animal health 
status/National animal disease reporting systems. 

➢ Chapter 5.1. on General obligations related to certification. 

IV-6 

➢ Point 6 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary 
legislation. 

➢ Chapter 4.3. on Zoning and compartmentalisation. 

IV-7 

➢ Point 6 of Article 3.1.2. on Fundamental principles of quality: Veterinary 
legislation. 

➢ Chapter 4.3. on Zoning and compartmentalisation. 

➢ Chapter 4.4. on Application of compartmentalisation. 
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Appendix 2: Glossary of terms 

Terms defined in the Terrestrial Code that are used in this publication are reprinted here for 
ease of reference. 

 

Animal 

means a mammal, reptile, bird or bee. 

Animal identification 

means the combination of the identification and registration of an animal individually, with 
a unique identifier, or collectively by its epidemiological unit or group, with a unique group 
identifier. 

Animal identification system 

means the inclusion and linking of components such as identification of establishments or 
owners, the person(s) responsible for the animal(s), movements and other records with 
animal identification. 

Animal Traceability 

means the ability to follow an animal or group of animals during all stages of its life. 

Animal welfare 

means the physical and mental state of an animal in relation to the conditions in which it 
lives and dies.  

Antimicrobial agent 

means a naturally occurring, semi-synthetic or synthetic substance that exhibits 
antimicrobial activity (kill or inhibit the growth of micro-organisms) at concentrations 
attainable in vivo. Anthelmintics and substances classed as disinfectants or antiseptics 
are excluded from this definition 

Biosecurity 

means a set of management and physical measures designed to reduce the risk of 
introduction, establishment and spread of animal diseases, infections or infestations to, 
from and within an animal population. 

Border Post 

means any airport, or any port, railway station or road check-point open to international 
trade of commodities, where import veterinary inspections can be performed. 

Case 

means an individual animal infected by a pathogenic agent, with or without clinical signs 

Compartment 

means an animal subpopulation contained in one or more establishments under a 
common biosecurity management system with a distinct health status with respect to a 
specific disease or specific diseases for which required surveillance, control and 
biosecurity measures have been applied for the purposes of international trade. 

Competent Authority 

means the Veterinary Authority or other Governmental Authority of a Member, having the 
responsibility and competence for ensuring or supervising the implementation of animal 
health and welfare measures, international veterinary certification and other standards and 

http://www.oie.int/index.php?id=169&L=0&htmfile=glossaire.htm#terme_animal
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recommendations in the Terrestrial Code and the OIE Aquatic Animal Health Code in the 
whole territory. 

Containment Zone 

means a defined zone around and including suspected or infected establishments, taking 
into account the epidemiological factors and results of investigations, where control 
measures to prevent the spread of the infection are applied. 

Disease 

means the clinical and/or pathological manifestation of infection.  

Emerging disease 

means a new occurrence in an animal of a disease, infection or infestation, causing a 
significant impact on animal or public health resulting from: 
 
a. change of a known pathogenic agent or its spread to a new geographic area or 
species; or 
 
b. previously unrecognised pathogenic agent or disease diagnosed for the first time. 

Epidemiological Unit 

means a group of animals with a defined epidemiological relationship that share 
approximately the same likelihood of exposure to a pathogenic agent. This may be 
because they share a common environment (e.g. animals in a pen), or because of 
common management practices. Usually, this is a herd or a flock. However, 
an epidemiological unit may also refer to groups such as animals belonging to residents 
of a village, or animals sharing a communal animal handling facility. The epidemiological 
relationship may differ from disease to disease, or even strain to strain of the pathogenic 
agent. 

Establishment  

means the premises in which animals are kept. 

Feed 

means any material (single or multiple), whether processed, semi-processed or raw, 
which is intended to be fed directly to terrestrial animals (except bees). 

Hazard 

means a biological, chemical or physical agent in, or condition of, an animal or animal 
product with the potential to cause an adverse health effect 

International veterinary certificate 

means a certificate, issued in conformity with the provisions of Chapter 5.2. of the 
Terrestrial Animal Health Code, describing the animal health and/or public health 
requirements which are fulfilled by the exported commodities. 

Laboratory 

means a properly equipped institution staffed by technically competent personnel under 
the control of a specialist in veterinary diagnostic methods, who is responsible for the 
validity of the results. The Veterinary Authority approves and monitors such laboratories 
with regard to the diagnostic tests required for international trade. 

Meat 

means all edible parts of an animal. 
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Monitoring 

means the intermittent performance and analysis of routine measurements and 
observations, aimed at detecting changes in the environment or health status of a 
population. 

Notifiable disease 

means a disease listed by the Veterinary Authority, and that, as soon as detected or 
suspected, must be brought to the attention of this Authority, in accordance with national 
regulations. 

Official Veterinarian 

means a veterinarian authorised by the Veterinary Authority of the country to perform 
certain designated official tasks associated with animal health and/or public health and 
inspections of commodities and, when appropriate, to certify in conformity with the 
provisions of Chapters 5.1. and 5.2. of the Terrestrial Code. 

Outbreak  

means the occurrence of one or more cases in an epidemiological unit. 

Risk analysis 

means the process composed of hazard identification, risk assessment, risk management 
and risk communication. 

Risk assessment 

means the evaluation of the likelihood and the biological and economic consequences of 
entry, establishment and spread of a hazard within the territory of an importing country. 

Risk communication 

Means the interactive transmission and exchange of information and opinions throughout 
the risk anaylsis process concerning risk, risk-related factors and risk perceptions and risk 
assessors, risk managers, risk communicators, the general public and interested parties.  

Risk management 

means the process of identifying, selecting and implementing measures that can be 
applied to reduce the level of risk. 

Sanitary measure 

means a measure, such as those described in various Chapters of the Terrestrial Code, 
destined to protect animal or human health or life within the territory of the OIE Member 
from risks arising from the entry, establishment and/or spread of a hazard. 

Surveillance 

means the systematic ongoing collection, collation, and analysis of information related to 
animal health and the timely dissemination of information so that action can be taken. 

Terrestrial Code 

means the OIE Terrestrial Animal Health Code. 

Veterinarian 

means a person with appropriate education, registered or licensed by the relevant 
veterinary statutory body of a country to practice veterinary medicine/science in that 
country. 

Veterinary Authority 

http://www.oie.int/index.php?id=169&L=0&htmfile=glossaire.htm#terme_danger
http://www.oie.int/index.php?id=169&L=0&htmfile=glossaire.htm#terme_pays_importateur
http://www.oie.int/index.php?id=169&L=0&htmfile=glossaire.htm#terme_pays_importateur
http://www.oie.int/index.php?id=169&L=0&htmfile=glossaire.htm#terme_risque
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means the Governmental Authority of a Member Country, comprising veterinarians, other 
professionals and paraprofessionals, having the responsibility and competence for 
ensuring or supervising the implementation of the animal health and welfare measures, 
international veterinary certification and other standards and recommendations in the 
Terrestrial Code in the whole territory. 

 (Veterinary) legislation 

means laws, regulations and all associated legal instruments that pertain to the veterinary 
domain. 

Veterinary paraprofessional 

means a person who, for the purposes of the Terrestrial Code, is authorised by the 
veterinary statutory body to carry out certain designated tasks (dependent upon the 
category of veterinary paraprofessional) in a territory, and delegated to them under the 
responsibility and direction of a veterinarian. The tasks for each category of veterinary 
paraprofessional should be defined by the veterinary statutory body depending on 
qualifications and training, and according to need. 

Veterinary Services 

means the governmental and non-governmental organisations that implement animal 
health and welfare measures and other standards and recommendations in the Terrestrial 
Code and the OIE Aquatic Animal Health Code in the territory. The Veterinary Services 
are under the overall control and direction of the Veterinary Authority. Private sector 
organisations, veterinarians, veterinary paraprofessionals or aquatic animal health 
professionals are normally accredited or approved by the Veterinary Authority to deliver 
the delegated functions. 

Veterinary statutory body 

means an autonomous regulatory body for veterinarians and veterinary paraprofessionals. 

Wildlife 

means feral animals, captive wild animals and wild animals. 

Zone  

means a clearly defined part of a territory containing an animal subpopulation with a 
distinct health status with respect to a specific disease for which required surveillance, 
control and biosecurity measures have been applied for the purpose of international trade. 

http://www.oie.int/index.php?id=169&L=0&htmfile=glossaire.htm#terme_bien_etre_animal
http://www.oie.int/index.php?id=169&L=0&htmfile=glossaire.htm#terme_code_terrestre
http://www.oie.int/index.php?id=169&L=0&htmfile=glossaire.htm#terme_code_terrestre
http://www.oie.int/index.php?id=169&L=0&htmfile=glossaire.htm#terme_autorite_veterinaire
http://www.oie.int/index.php?id=169&L=0&htmfile=glossaire.htm#terme_veterinaire
http://www.oie.int/index.php?id=169&L=0&htmfile=glossaire.htm#terme_paraprofessionnel_veterinaire
http://www.oie.int/index.php?id=169&L=0&htmfile=glossaire.htm#terme_autorite_veterinaire
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Appendix 3: Country information (geography, administration, 
agriculture and livestock) 

Narrative: background information on the country 

 
INSERT MAP of COUNTRY 

 
Table 5: Data summary for geography, agriculture and livestock 

Geographic features 

Climatic and/or agro-ecological 
zones 

Rainfall 
(mm/year) 

 Topography Km2 % 

   Total area   

   Pasture lands   

   Arable land   

   Forest   

   Wetlands/deserts   

   Highlands   

 

Demographic data 

Human population Livestock households/farms 

Total number  Total number  

Average density / km2  % intensive  

% of urban  % agro-pastoral (mixed)  

% of rural  % extensive  

 

Current livestock census data 

Animals 
species 

Total Number Intensive production 
system (% or no.) 

Mixed production 
system (% or no.) 

Extensive production 
system (% or no.) 

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

 

Animal and animal product trade data 

Animals and 
animal products 

Average annual import Average annual export 

Quantity Value Quantity Value 

     

     

     

     

TOTAL     

 

Economic data 

National GDP  

National budget  

Livestock GDP  

Economic value of livestock population  

Annual public sector contribution to agriculture  

Annual budget of the Veterinary Services  
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Appendix 4: Timetable of the mission; sites/ facilities visited and list 
of persons met or interviewed 

 

Opening meeting 

Date: 

Asses-
sor(s) 

Location &  
Jurisdiction 

Institution – 
Agency – Group - 

Association 

Person(s) met 
and interviewed 

Position Activities 

and CC 

Relevance 
  

 

 

  

      

      

 
 

Field visits, meetings and interviews 

Date(s): 

Asses-
sor(s) 

Location &  
Jurisdiction 

Institution – 
Agency – Group - 

Association 

Person(s) met 
and interviewed 

Position Activities 

and CC 

Relevance 
  

 

 

  

      

      

 
MAP OF THE COUNTRY INDICATING TRAVEL AND FIELD VISITS MADE DURING THE MISSION 
BY THE TEAM (I.E. INCLUDING SPLITTING OF THE TEAM FOR TRAVEL TO THE FIELD) 
 

Closing meeting 

Date: 

Asses-
sor(s) 

Location &  
Jurisdiction 

Institution – 
Agency – Group - 

Association 

Person(s) met 
and interviewed 

Position Activities 

and CC 

Relevance 
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Appendix 5: Air travel itinerary 

 

Assessor Date From  To Flight no. Departure Arrival 
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Appendix 6: List of documents used in the PVS evaluation 

E = Electronic version  H = Hard copy version P= Digital picture 

Ref Title 
Author / Date / ISBN / 

Web 
Related Critical 
Competencies 

 PRE-MISSION 
DOCUMENTS 

  

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

 MISSION DOCUMENTS   
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Appendix 7: Organisation of the OIE PVS Evaluation of (country) 

Assessors Team  

Team leader:   

Technical expert:   

Technical expert:   

Expert trainee:  

Expert trainee:  

Observer/Facilitator:   

Observer/Facilitator:   

  

Information of the mission  

Contact point in the country:  

Contact point in the country:  

Contact point in the country:  

  

Dates: Day Month Year – Day Month Year (long) 

  

Language of report:  

Language of the mission:  

  

Subject of the evaluation 

 
VS as defined in the Terrestrial Animal Health Code 

Inclusive / Not Inclusive of aquatic animals 

Inclusive / Not inclusive of other institutions / ministries responsible 
for activities of VS 

Analisis   

References and Guidelines: o Terrestrial Animal Health Code (especially Chapters 3.1. & 3.2.) 
o OIE PVS Tool for the Evaluation of Performance of VS 

→ Human, physical and financial resources 
→ Technical authority and capability 
→ Interaction with stakeholders 
→ Access to markets  

Activities analysed: 
 

All activities related to animal and veterinary public health  
o Field activities: 

▪ animal health (early detection, disease control, etc) 
▪ quarantine (country borders) 
▪ veterinary public health (food safety, veterinary drugs etc) 
▪ others 

o Data and communication 
o Diagnostic laboratories 
o Research 
o Initial and continuous training  
o Organisation and finance 

  

Procedure: o Consultation of data and documents 
o Comprehensive field trips 
o Interviews and meetings with VS staff and stakeholders  
o Analyse of practical processes 

 


