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2013 DRAFTING REQUEST
Bill
Received: 1/3172013 Received By: mduchek
Wanted: As time permits Same as LRB:
For: Jeff Stone (608) 266-8590 By/Representing: Marsha Dake
May Contact: Drafter: mduchek
Subject: Health - miscellaneous Addl. Drafters:
Extra Copies: TJD
Submit via email: YES
Requester's email: Rep.Stone@legis.wisconsin.gov
Carbon copy (CC) to: tamara.dodge@legis.wi.gov
Pre Topic:
No specific pre topic given
Topic:
Food protection changes
Instructions:
See attached
Drafting History:
Vers. Drafted Reviewed Typed Proofed Submitted Jacketed Regquired
1? mduchek o
3/4/2013 -
/Pl mduchek jdyer jfrantze o Srose State
6/26/2013 6/27/2013  6/27/2013  __ 3/20/2013
/P2 mduchek jdyer rschluet o sbasford State
8/12/2013 8/15/2013  8/15/2013 _ 6/27/2013




Vers. Drafted

/P3 mduchek
8/20/2013

/1

FE Sent For:

Reviewed  Typed
jdyer rschluet
8/20/2013  8/20/2013

<END>

Proofed

n

Submitted

Iparisi
8/15/2013

sbasford
8/20/2013

LRB-1446
9/3/2013 3:49:20 PM
Page 2

Jacketed Regquired

State
S&L

srose State
9/3/2013 S&L
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2013 DRAFTING REQUEST
Bill
Received: 1/31/2013 Received By: mduchek
Wanted: As time permits Same as LRB:
For: Jeff Stone (608) 266-8590 By/Representing: Marsha Dake
May Contact: Drafter: mduchek
Subject: Health - miscellaneous Addl. Drafters:
Extra Copies: TJD
Submit via email: YES
Requester's email: Rep.Stone@legis.wisconsin.gov
Carbon copy (CC) to: tamara.dodge@legis.wi.gov
Pre Topic:
No specific pre topic given
Topic:
Food protection changes R e 4 Uues )L J ac leet v p(
Instructions: b y Chon's ™ }441(3 X
See attached SHone's off~ce
Q-3-1(3

Drafting History:
Vers. Drafted Reviewed Typed Proofed Submitted Jacketed Required
? mduchek o

3/4/2013 ——
/P1 mduchek jdyer jfrantze o srose State

6/26/2013 6/27/2013  6/27/2013 3/20/2013
/P2 mduchek jdyer rschluet o sbasford State

8/12/2013 8/15/2013  8/15/2013

6/27/2013



Vers. Drafted

/P3 mduchek
8/20/2013

/1

FE Sent For:

Reviewed  Typed
jdyer rschluet
8/20/2013  8/20/2013

<END>

Proofed

Submitted

||

Iparisi
8/15/2013

sbasford
8/20/2013

8/20/2013 10:43:49 AM

Jacketed

LRB-1446
Page 2
Required

State
S&L

State
S&L
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2013 DRAFTING REQUEST
Bill
Received: 1/31/2013 Received By: mduchek
Wanted: As time permits Same as LRB:
For: Jeff Stone (608) 266-8590 By/Representing: Marsha Dake
May Contact: Drafter: mduchek
Subject: Health - miscellaneous Addl. Drafters:
Extra Copies: TID

Submit via email: YES
Requester's email: Rep.Stone@legis.wisconsin.gov
Carbon copy (CC) to: tamara.dodge@legis.wi.gov
Pre Topic:
No specific pre topic given
Topic:
Food protection changes
Instructions:
See attached
Drafting History:
Vers. Drafted Reviewed  Typed Proofed Submitted Jacketed Required
/? mduchek / }/ . o

342013 7 Z&f‘é —
/P1 mduchek jdyer jfrantze o sTOse State

6/26/2013 6/27/2013  6/27/2013  __ 3/20/2013
/P2 mduchek jdyer rschluet o sbasford State

8/12/2013 8/15/2013  8/}§/2013 6/27/2013
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Vers. Drafted Reviewed Typed Proofed Submitted Jacketed Regquired
/P3 Iparisi State
8/15/2013 S&L

FE Sent For:

<END>
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2013 DRAFTING REQUEST
Bill
Received: 1/31/2013 Received By: mduchek
Wanted: As time permits Same as LRB:
For: Jeff Stone (608) 266-8590 By/Representing: Marsha Dake
May Contact: Drafter: mduchek
Subject: Health - miscellaneous Addl. Drafters:
Extra Copies: TJD

Submit via email: YES
Requester's email: Rep.Stone@legis.wisconsin.gov
Carbon copy (CC) to: tamara.dodge@legis.wi.gov
Pre Topic:
No specific pre topic given
Topic:
Food protection changes
Instructions:
See attached
Drafting History:
Vers. Drafted Reviewed  Typed Proofed Submitted Jacketed Required
T
/P1  mduchek jdyer if e o srose State

6/26/2013 6/27/2013 272013 3/20/2013
/P2 I sbasford State

o/ 6212013
\v 2

2




LRB-1446
6/27/2013 9:04:58 AM
Page 2

FE Sent For:

<END>
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2013 DRAFTING REQUEST
Bill
Received: 1/31/2013 Received By: mduchek
Wanted: As time permits Same as LRB:
For: Jeff Stone (608) 266-8590 By/Representing: Marsha Dake
May Contact: Drafter: mduchek
Subject: Health - miscellaneous Addl. Drafters:
Extra Copies: TJD

Submit via email: YES
Requester's email: Rep.Stone@legis.wisconsin.gov
Carbon copy (CC) to: tamara.dodge@legis.wi.gov
Pre Topic:
No specific pre topic given
Topic:
Food protection changes
Instructions:
See attached
Drafting History:
Vers. Drafted Reviewed Typed Proofed Submitted Jacketed Required
0 :
T fed f—ﬁﬁ) 4,
/Pl jdyer phugr) [ STOse State

3/20/2013  3/20/2013 3/20/2013

FE Sent For:

<END>
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2013 DRAFTING REQUEST
Bill
Received: 1/31/2013 Received By: mduchek
Wanted: As time permits Same as LRB:
For: Jeff Stone (608) 266-8590 By/Representing: Marsha Dake
May Contact: Drafter: mduchek
Subject: Health - miscellaneous Addl. Drafters:
Extra Copies: TJD
Submit via email: YES
Requester's email: Rep.Stone@legis.wisconsin.gov
Carbon copy (CC) to: tamara.dodge@legis.wi.gov
Pre Topic:
No specific ﬁre topic given
Topic:
Food protection changes T
Instructions:
See attached
Drafting History:
Vers. Drafted Reviewed  Typed Proofed Submitted Jacketed Regquired
1?7 mduchek /P \ %O JLA' 5‘72\ ﬁ
FE Sent For: /7)

<END>




Wisconsin Restaurant Association

Food Protection Manager Certification
Change in Recertification and
Required Food Protection Managers On-Premise

The restaurant industry is the largest public sector employer in Wisconsin. Restaurants need to be safe as they
_can be. WRA has advocated for and supported efforts to improve the knowledge and professionalism of all of
the people who work in the restaurant industry. That is why WRA led the charge to require all restaurants to
have at least one Certified Food Protection Manager employed at each restaurant (or other food establishments
that sell meals) statewide, beginning in January 1995.

The proposed changes outlined below will protect public health and help restaurants and the industry ensure
they are serving the safest food possible..

Proposed changes

Recertification Exam Requirement

Statute change (see yellow highlighted copy of statues)

s repeal 254.71 (6) (b)
removes reference to standards for approval of training courses

e amend 254.71 (3)
strike “recertification training course” and add “examination that is developed by a certification
organization which is accredited as meeting the requirements of the Conference for Food Protection’s
Standards for Accreditation of Food Protection Manager Certification Programs and approved by the
department” (this is a change in wording from 2009 AB414)

¢ amend 254.71 (2)
remove the word “written”

10/11/2012




[ ]

Key Reasons to Change Recertification Requirements for Certified Food Protection Managers

Protect public health and the integrity of the restaurant industry by ensuring owners, managers and chefs
learn new food safety principles
o We cannot “compromise” on public safety measures that protect the public and the restaurant
industry
o A University of Minnesota study shows presence of Certified Food Protection Managers helps
prevent food borne iliness
The current training only option does not provide a true assessment of knowledge — five years is too
long to simply sit through instruction with no true demonstration of knowledge. The only way to truly
assess knowledge is by taking an exam from an accredited certification organization
Wisconsin is no longer a leader in food safety
o 21 out 23 mandated states require the exam for recertification (over 100 local jurisdictions
nationwide require the exam for recertification)
o Wisconsin & Minnesota are the only two states that allow seat time only
o We have fallen behind the rest of the country in ensuring food safety knowledge is demonstrated
by owners, managers and chefs after five years
The restaurant industry demands consistency from state to state and overwhelmingly supports testing
every five years. Individuals who recertify in Wisconsin have no reciprocity in other states because they
recertify without an exam from an accredited certification organization
Food safety practices are based on sound scientific principles. New science determines different and
updated practices must be learned and demonstrated on & regular basis.
The City of Milwaukee has required recertification by exam for over three years and the city health
department feels it has helped restaurants improve food safety practices
Removing the reference to “written™ exams will ensure that computer based exams and accommodations
for people with language barrier and disabilities will continue to be available and allow flexibility for the
restaurant industry to certify as many people as needed for public safety

10/112012




Certified Food Protection Manager On-Premise Requirement

Statute change (see Pliie highlighted copy of statues)

Addto 25471 (1)
Whenever food is being processed, prepared or served at a restaurant, the person who is licensed to
operate the food service operation shall have a certificate holder on the premises, unless the restaurant
operation is exempted from this requirement by meeting the all of the following:
(a) The restaurant has no more than five (5) food handlers working
(b) The restaurant has not had a priority (critical) violation at two consecutive inspections on or
after [effective date]

Add to 254.61
Definition of food handler

*Food handler" means a person engaged in the preparation, processing or service of food who is not a
certificate holder

*®

Key Reasons to Require Certified Food Protection Managers On-Premise

Restaurants need to be as safe as they can be. Having a certified manager on-premise will ensure
restaurant has an adequate number of people who understand advanced food safety practices and make
sure those practices are implemented at all times the restaurant serves food.

A Food and Drug Administration study shows the presence of Certified Food Protection Managers help
restaurants practice more sound food safety principles and better comply with the Food Code versus
those restaurants where a certified manager is not present

This new requirement will take the pext step in ensuring employees practice sound food safety practices
at all times restaurant serves food

Six (6) states and 35 local jurisdiction require a certified food protection manager on premise while food
is prepared and/or served — adopting this requirement would again make Wisconsin a food safety leader
The City of Milwaukee has required restaurants with five or more food handlers to have a certified
manager present for over 10 years and it has been well accepted by the restaurant industry.

Wisconsin requires an establishment to have at least one licensed bartender on duty whenever alcohol is
served, to help ensure patrons are not over-served and help prevent drunk driving. It is just as important
to have a Certified Food Protection Manager present to help ensure food is as safe as possible.

10/11/2012




mmkmdmﬁmofm*tOMs.mqu&whwu Wis. Act 27 end June 20, 2011.

15 Updated 05-10 Wis. Stats. Database

building code or of sn order or regulation of the Jocal board of

health or eny other person or cless of persons whose health, safety

or terests are or would be adversely affecied by prop-
that is in violation of the municipal bullding code or of
of regulation of the Jocal board of health may file 8 petition

& tisance or
human health hazard. If the body refuses or fails o
commence an sction within 20 dxys afer the of the petition,

& tenant, class of tenants, other or other class of persons
may commence the action directly the filing of security for
court casts. ‘The court before which the action of the case is com-
urisdiction in vem or quasi ln rem over the
, i known, sad all

tmay be bad upon them as provided by law. Any change of owner-
dipﬂuﬂummofﬁcaﬁimﬁaﬂm:m&c
jurisdiction of the court over the properiy. At the time that the
sction is commenced, the municipslity or other parties plaintiff
shall file a lis pendens. I the court finds that & violation exists, it

ﬁdlnﬁnd?ememylwmwhwmw&hmd:m ‘
of judgment

the entry shall be & lien upon the premises.

clatoiog e propes st heve g daya e ey
iming any nte propesty ] afler en
of t to efiminate fhe violation. I, within ﬁysaﬂ

entry of judgment under sub, {1), an owner of the property pres-
ents evidence satisfactory 10 ‘the court, upon bearing, that the
violation has been eliminated, the court shall set aside the judg-
went. § may not be & defense to this action that the owner of
record of the property is a different person,: hip or corpo-
rate enlity shan the owner of record of the pre on the date shat
the sction was commenced or thereafier if a lis us has been
filed prior %0 the change of . No hesring under this sub-
section may be held until notice has been given o the pali
and all the plaintiffs advising them of their right 10 sppear. if the
Judgment §s 1ot 50 set aside within 60 dsys after entry of judgment,
the court shall appoint a disinterested person fo sct ss receiver of
the property for the purpose of abating the nulsance or human
festth bazard. :

13) {s) Auny rocciver appointed under sub. (2) shall cotiect all
mmmummmm,wmmofm-
agenient, inchuding all general and isl yeal estate taxes or
assessments and faterest on first morigages on the prop-
erty, and make sny necessary o moet the standards
required by the bullding code or the order or regulation of the local
board of health. The receiver may, with the spprova! of the circuit
court, borrow money sgainst and eacumber the property as secu-
rity for the money, in the smounts necessary o moet the standards.

() Atthe of and with the approval of the swaer, the
receiver may sell the property st a price ! %0 at least the
appraisal vakue plus the cost of any repain wnder this section

B oty reoeted o th sl o he propety b P
pp! mwmys recei 8 property o pay
dldebu‘vuem ¢ property in the order set by law, and ghall pay
over any balance with the pproval of the court, to the seliing
owner.

{4) The recciver appointed under this section shalt have a lien,
for the expenses incurred to sbate the nuisance or in
the execution of the order, tipon the premises upon or in respect
of which the work required by the order has been donc or expenses
incurred.  The municipality that sought the order declaring the
gq-mywbumﬁmeahumhukhhmémyabomw

expenses and the expenses of the receiver under subs. (3) (2)
and (3), o the extent that the expenses are #ot reimbursed under
5. 632.103 (2) from funds withheld from an insurunce settlement,
by ;minuining an action agains! the property owner under .
74.53.

(5) The court shall set the fecs and boud of the receiver, and
may discharge the receiver when the court deems appropriate.

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 254,61
{6) Nothing in this scction relicves the owner of sny propecty
for which 8 receiver has been appointed from sy civil or criminat
responsibility oc Hisbility etherwise imposed by law, except that
the receiver shall be civilly and criminally respoasible snd lisble
for all matters and acts directly under his or her authority or per-
formed by him or her or at his or her dicection.
This section shall not spply to owner-occupied one or
ily dwellings.
{8) The commencement of an action by & teasnt under this sec-
ticn is mot just cause for eviction.
Wm ¢, 306; Bup. O Order, 67 Wis. 24 535, 762 (1975); Stats. 1975 s.
gig; 2 476; 1967 5. 375; 1989 a. 347, 1993 . 27 & 493, Buts. 1993 .

S; 2001 o 86.
u:ﬂu’ %Rm%bmwhm-
ma«m&w Maudmem?xm
ohip. ine Comstruction, Joc. §3 Wis. 3¢ 278, 217 N.W2d 339,

SUBCHAPTER VII
LODGING AND FOOD PROTECTION

€54.61. Pefinitions, I this mibchapter:
{1 “Eéid and breskfast establishunent” sneans any place of

{8) Provides B or fewer rooms for reat (o no more than a total
of 20 tourists or transients;

{b) Provides no meals other than breakfast and provides the
breakfast only to renters of the place;

{c) 1s the owner's personal residence;

{d) 1s eccupied by the ewner at the time of rental;
;@wmmmuamxwymp
dence, of, o use a8 & plx dging, was converied to usc

{f) Has had sompleted, before May 11, 1990, any structural
sdditions to the dimensions of the eriginal structure, i

; g © mcluding by
renovation, except that this limit does not apply to any ef the fol-

1. A structural addition, including a renovation, made to s
structure sher May 11, 1990, within the dimensions of the origi-
ual structure.

2. A structural addition, made to a structure that was origi-
sally comstructed st Jeast SO years before an dmitial or renewal
wpplication for a permit under s. 254.64 (1) (b) is made and for
which 1o usc other than as a bed and breakfast establishment is
proposed. The structural addition under this subdivision shall
comply with the rules under 5. 101.63 (1).

) “Establishment” means & hote), fourist rooming housc, bed
4 breakfast establishment, restaurant, semporery resteurant or
vending machine commissary.

13) “Hotel” mesns sii places wherein sloeping accommoda-
tions wre offered for pay 10 kransicats, in 5 o7 morc rooms, and all

used in connection therewith. “Hotelkeeper”, “motel-

and “innkeeper” are synonymous and “ian”, “motel” and
*hotel” are synonymous.

(?m) “Pothuck event” seans an event to which all of the fol-

fowing spply:

(s) Attendees of the event provide food and beversges to b
shared with other attendees and consumed at the event.

{t) No compensation Is provided to sny person who conducts
or gssists in providing the event or who provides food and bever-
ages to be shared af the event, and no compensstion is paid by any
person for consumption of food or beverages at the event.

(c) The event is sponsored by any of the following:

1. A church.

2. A religious, fraternal, or patriotic ization or
eervioeclub.y youth, ox pe B

3. A civic organization,

2009-10 Wis. Stats. database updated and current through 2011 Wis. Act 27 and June 20, 2011 Statutory changes effective on
or prior to Y-15-11 sre printed as If currently In effect. Statutory changes sffective sfter 7~15~11 are designated by NOTES.

See Are The Statutes on this Webslte Officlal?




Electronic reproduction of 2009-10 Wis. Stats. database, current through 2011 Wis. Act 27 and hune 20, 2011

254.69 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

t may establish soparate fees for prei ions of Rew
establishments, for preé ions of existing establishments for
which & person intends to be the new operator or for the issuance
ammmmmhmmmmtmupan-
ment's reasonable costs of mmu to, making investiga-
tions and Inspections of, and ing education, training snd
sechnical assistance o the establishments, plus the state fee estob-
fished under par. (¢). A local healih department granted agent sis-
mmwm«ma.mmmmumkm
wit and establish and collect a single fer which suthorizes the

ion on the same premises of more than one type of establish-
sent for which it is granied agent status under this subsection or
under 5. 9741.

(dm) A local hesith department granted agent status under this
subsoction may contract with the of health services for
the department of health services to collect fees and issuo permits.
The departmeant shall colicct from the tocal bealth department the
sctual and reasonable cost of providing the sesvices.

{¢) The department shall establish state fees for its costs related
to setling
mingmdwdmﬁngmmiviﬁesoﬁmdmﬁhgmm
and training to, agent Jocal health ts. Agent local health

shall include the state fees in the permit fees estab-
tished wnder par. {d), collect the stste fees and reimbursc the
department for the state fees coliected. For tach type of establish-
mt,&emte&emymtcxuedm%nf&cpmkbu&uged
under §s. 254.47 and 254.68.

(D 1f, under this mibsection, & local health department bacomes
an agent or its agent status §s discontinued during & permiltee’s
permit year, the of health services and the Jocal health
dop ‘videiayp;?ﬁ&eyﬂdby&pmﬁu&for
ponmit year according to preportions of permit year
cccurring before and after the w&hwﬁ:mm
tus is granted or discontinned. No sdditiona fee sy be required
during the perit year duc to the change in agent status.

® &viﬁagc.dtyucoaﬂymymptmmsbui
mawwmymmmwmmmgmmm

MWW&&M&

sion tnay conflict with this subchapter or with department rules.

(h) This subsection does sot limit the authority of the -
ment to fnspect establishments in jurisdictional areas of local
health departments where agent status is gramted if it laspects in
response to sn emergency, for the of monitoring snd eval-
wating the local health t's licensing, snd
enforcement program or at the request of the focal healkth depart-
snent

i) The department shall hold & hearing under ch. 227 §f any
interested person, in licu of proceeding under chi. 68, appesls o the
department alicging either of the following:

1. A permit fec established by 8 focal health depariment
mt:dmt@wum&&mmﬂemwm
par. (4). ,

2. ﬂemkﬁmwﬁsﬁxgwm,wn?mmok-
ing & permit or making an investigation or inspection the appel-
tant has a financial fnterest in a regulated establishment which
may interfere with his or her ability 1o properly take that action.

Mistory: 1983 5. 203 s1. 15, 21; 1985 & 39, 1985 5.3325. 251 (1); 9270
1074 10 1076m, 3200 (24); 1987 8. 307; 19899, 31; 1991 .39, 31§, 1993 & 16;
1993 5, 375, 72; Bias, 1993 ¢ 254.69; 1963 u. 183; 1905 & 27 & $126{19): 2001 ».
16,2007 5. 20'5. 9121 (6) (2).

Cross—relevence: $ec siso ch. DHS 192, Wis. sdm. eode.

254.70 Application. (1) An applicant for a permit under this
subchapter shall \ete the apphication prepared by the depart-
ment or the local heslth department granted agent status under 5.
254.69 (2) and provide, in writing, any additional information the

teands under this subchapter and ¢. 25447 and moni- 1

Updated §9-10 Wis. Stats. Databsse 18

kpamuﬂﬂofbam\mmurbalbcdﬂxdeptmmmxﬁng
the permit requires.
(2) Upon receipt of an application for a vending machine
o E e e e
cofrum| A i -
{tios, if any, and ropreseniative machines w&tmhom
The shall maintain at his or her place of business within
this siate s list of all vending machines operated by him or her and
eheir Jocation. This information ghall be kept ewrrent and shall be
made svailsble to the ¢ upon request. The operator shall
notify the t of any change in operations involving new
of machives or conversion of existing machines to
i products ether than those for which such machinc was
originally designed and constructed.

S e L 2SI S T
8. s a2in73; 1 9 N4 E % [ 8 4
:aouzea}m ) {a). '

(2) Except as provided in 5. 250.041, the
issus & certificate of food protoction practices to sn individual who
satisfactorily completes & writicn examination, approved by the

that demonstrates the individual’s basic knowledge
ofMmemdieesorwhohs.ﬁﬁmdmpamblc
complisnce

(8) Each certificate Is valid for 5 years from fhe date of
mm,nmummhs.mﬂl,mhmmd
by the holder of the certificate if be or she satisfactorily completes
a recertification training course approved by the department.

{5) The dopartment shall conduct svaluations of the effect that
the food protection practices certification program has on com-

5‘:::;0:(?{ testaurants with requirements established under s.

(6) The department shall promulgate sules concerning all of
the following:

(a) Establishing a fee for certification and recertification of

{b) Specifying standards for approval of training courses for
recertification of food protection practices.

{c) Establishing procedures for issuance, except #s provided
in 5. 250,041, of certificates of food protection practices, nctud-
ing application submittal and review.

Historys 1991 9.39; 1993 & £6; 1993 0. 27 5. 74; Smte. 1993 5. 25471, 1997 8.

27,191,
Cress—wferwnce: Soc siso ch. DHS 196, Wis. shin. code.

254715 Restaurants serving fish. {1) A restaurant or
temporary restaurant may scrve fish tken from the wild to the
individual who exught the fish, or $o his or her guests, without
obiaining & permit under 5. 29.541 (1) () if all of the following
conditions are satisfied:

{a) The fish arc kegally taken.

) While the fish are st the restaurant and before the fish are
ptepaedfawbxg,ﬁzymmedmowom,wmchmybu
portable cooler, that does not contain any other food.
mf) The area where the fish are prepared for eating is washed

sanitized before and afier preparation of the fish.

(d) Al ftems used to preparc and serve the fish are washed in
& dishwasher after such use.

(2} A restaurant or temposaty restaurant may make & pecuni-
:r;ymﬁtﬁmnmuing:ndmvingfuhupmvidedmdersub.

1

Mictory: 2007420

25472 Health and safety; standard. Every hotel, tourist
rooming bouse, bed and breakfast establishment, restaurant, tem-

2009-10 Wis. Stats. datsbase updated and current through 2011 Wis. Act 27 and June 20, 2011
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75-25. State Food Protection Practices
Certificate Required for Food Service
Operations. 1. DEFINITIONS. In this
section:

a. "Certificate holder" means a
person who holds a valid, current
certificate of food prgtection practices
issued by the Wisconsin department of
health and social services under s.
254.71, Wis. Stats.

b. “Food handler” means a person
engaged In the preparation, processing
or service of food.

c. "Food protection practices
certificate” means a current, valid
certificate of food protection practices
issued by the Wisconsin department of
health and social services under s.
254.71, Wis. Stats.

d. "Food service operation” means
a regular restaurant, as that term is
defined under ch. HFS 196, Wis. Adm.
Code, or a retail food establishment, as
that term is defined under s. 97.30, Wis.
Stats., except that the term does not
include a retail food establishment that
processes non-potentially hazardous
food or sells prepackaged potentially
hazardous food obtained from an
approved source.

e. "Potentially hazardous food" has
the meaning given to that term under ch.
ATCP 75, appendix, and ch. HFS 196,
appendix, of the Wis. Adm. Code.

f. "Ready-to-eat food" means restaurant-
style food that is offered or prepared for
sale and is ready for consumption,
regardless of whether consumption is on
the premises where the food is sold.

g "Serious food-handling
sanitation violation" means a violation
that is the basis of a citation by the
department and that involves a
potentially hazardous food temperature
violation,

a food or equipment cross-contamination
violation, a poor hygienic practice by a
food handler violation or a confirmed case
of food-borne iliness.

2. CERTIFICATE HOLDER
REQUIREMENT.

a. Each person who is licensed to
operate a food service operation shall
employ, or shall personally be, a
person who is a certificate holder.

b. Whenever potentially hazardous
food is being processed at a retail food
establishment or being prepared or
served at a regular restaurant, the
person who is licensed to

operate the food service operation shall
have a certificate holder on the
premises, unless the food service
operation is exempted from this
requirement under sub. 3.

c. Whenever a certificate holder is
complying with the certificate holder
requirement of this subsection, the
certificate holder shall have in his or her
possession a photo identification that
verifies his or her identity.

d. The food protection practices
certificate of a certificate holder shall be
either posted on the premises of the
food service operation or readily
accessible to the commissioner upon
request.

2.5. RECERTIFICATION. As
provided in s. 254.71, Wis. Stats., each
certificate issued by the Wisconsin
department of health services upon

a satisfactory completion of a written
examination, approved by the
department, shall be valid for 6

years from the date of issuance and,
except as provided in s. 250.041, Wis.
Stats., may be renewed by the
certificate holder If he or she
satisfactorily passes a Conference for
Food Protection - accredited
examination.




3. EXEMPTIONS. a. The
requirement of sub. 2-b does not apply
{o a food service operation whenever
the food service operation meets all of
the following conditions:

" a-1. The food service operation has
no

more than 5 food handlers working.
a-2. The food service operation has
not had a serious food-handling
sanitation violation at 2 consecutive
inspections on or after January 1,
1996.

a-3. The food service operation has
atleast one operator or manager who is
a certificate holder.

b. The requirement of sub. 2-b
does not require & food service
operation that includes one or more
push carts to have a certificate holder
at each push cart, if the food service
operation:

b-1. Has an owner, operator or
manager who is a certificate holder who
is held accountable for training each
cart operator in food sanitation
practices before operating a cart and
who routinely monitors each cart during
all periods of food service.

b-2. Consists of one or more push
carts that operate only during the
summer season.

b-3. Limits food preparation to hot
dogs or similar precooked heated food
items. _

C. These exemptions do not apply
to any certificate holder requirement set
forth by s. 254.71, Wis. Stats., or by
any regulation implementing the terms
of that statute.

4. TEMPORARY WAIVERS.

a. Whenever the commissioner
finds that a food service operation does
not meet the certificate holder
requirements of subs. 2-a, 2-b or
3-a-3, the commissioner may.

a-1. Temporarily waive those
requirements for up to a maximum of 6
months if the commissioner finds that a
person is not a certificate holder
because of the person's difficulty

with the English language or other
disability as determined by the
commissioner.

a-2. Temporarily wave those
requirements for up to a maximum of 6
months if the commissioner finds that a
food service operation does not have a
certificate holder because the food
service operation has been sold

or because a certificate holder has
ceased employment with that food
service operation.

a-3. Temporarily waive those
requirements on a case-by-case basis .
when the commissioner determines
that the violations were due to
sickness, emergency or other good
cause. '

b. The commissioner may not
waive a certificate holder requirement
included within the terms of subs. 2-a,
2-b or 3-a-3 that is also required either
under s. 254.71, Wis. Stats., or under
any regulation implementing that
statute,

5. PENALTIES. a. Any person that
violates or fails to comply with this
section shall be subject to a penalty
under s. 61-15.

b. Non-compliance with this section
may be cause for the commissioner or
the department to not renew a license
or permit, deny a license or permit,
suspend a license or permit or

revoke a license or permit. The
commissioner or department may take
such action conceming a license or
permit regardless of whether a penalty
for non-compliance has been imposed
under par. a
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2009 ASSEMBLY BILL 414

September 4, 2009 — Introduced by Representatives RICHARDS, PETROWSKI, BERNARD
ScHABER and TOWNSEND, cosponsored by Senators RISSER, HOPPER and TAYLOR.
Referred to Committee on Public Health.

AN ACT to repeal 254.71 (6) (b); and to amend 254.71 (3) of the statutes;
relating to: requirements for a certificate of food protection practices and

providing an exemption from emergency rule procedures.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau

Under current law, a person must have a certificate of food protection practices
to manage or operate a restaurant. A person must pass a written examination that
is approved by the Department of Health Services (DHS), or achieve comparable
compliance, to obtain a certificate. A certificate is valid for five years and may be
renewed upon satisfactory completion of a recertification training course that is
approved by DHS.

This bill requires that a person pass a written examination on food protection
practices that is approved by DHS to renew a certificate of food protection practices.
The bill also authorizes DHS to promulgate an emergency rule establishing criteria
for approving an examination for certificate renewal without providing evidence that
an emergency rule is necessary for the preservation of the public peace, health,
safety, or welfare and without making a finding of emergency.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SEcTiON 1. 254.71 (3) of the statutes is amended to read:
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254.71 (3) Each certificate is valid for § years from the date of issuance and,
except as provided in s. 250.041, may be renewed by the holder of the certificate if
he or she satisfactorily completes a recertification—training—eourse writlen

examination that is approved by the department and demonstrates the individual's

| . SECTION 2. 254.71 (6) (b) of the statutes is repealed.

SEcCTION 3. Nonstatutory provisions.

(1) Using the procedure under section 227.24 of the statutes, the department
of health services may promﬁlgate rules establishing criteria for approval of an
examination that is required for renewal of a certificate of food protection practices
under section 254.71 (3) of the statutes, as affected by this act, for the period before
the effective date of any permanent rule establishing criteria for approval of an
examination. Notwithstanding section 227.24 (1) (a), (2) (b), and (3) of the statutes,
the department is not required to provide evidence that promulgating a rule under
this subsection as an emergency rule is necessary for the preservation of the public '
peace, health, safety, or welfare and is not required to provide a finding of emergency
for a rule promulgated under this subsection.

SkecTioN 4. Effective date.

(1) This act takes effect on first day of the 7th month beginning after
publication.

(END)
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AN CT,“,.nel ting to: requirements for a certificate of food protection practices.\/

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau

This is ?})reliminary draft. An analysis will be provided in a subsequent version
of this draft.

For further information see the state fiscal estimate, which will be printed as
an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

v
SEcTION 1. 254.71 (1)\%({' the statutes is renumbered 254.71 (1r) (a).

X
SECTION 2. 254.71 (1g) of the statutes is created to read:

R4

254.71 (1g) In this section:

v
(a) “Certificate holder” means an individual who holds a valid certificate of food
protection practices issued under this sectionf/

(b) “Food handler”\{neans an individual who is engaged in the preparation,

processing, or service of food at a restaurant and who is not a certificate holder”
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SECTION 2

v
==««NoTE: Do you want te define “food” or specify if “food” includes, for instance,
drinks or water or if this includes someone who cleans up food after customers who have
left? For one definition of “food,” which is used in the tax law, see s. 77.51 (3t)Ystats.

SecTION 3. 254.71 (1r) (b)‘énd (c)'éf the statutes are created to read:

254.71 (1r) (b) Except as provided in par. (c),‘/ whenever food is being prepared,
processed, or served at a restaurant, the person who holds the permit for the
restaurant shall ensure that a‘éertiﬁcate holder is present on the premises of the
restaurant.

w+«NoTE: The term “food service operation” is not used in this part of the statutes.
Since I assume you were simply referring to the restaurant for purposes of this bill, 1
changed it to that. Is that correct?

v
(c) Paragraph (bféoes not apply to a restaurant if the restaurant satisfies all
of the following:

1. The restaurant has 5\ér fewer food handlers who are working in the

restaurant at that time'f/

«»xsNOTE: Here, I assume you meant to refer to the number of food handlers
working at the restaurant at the time, and not the total number of food handlers who are
employed at the restaurant generally. Is this correct?

2. The restaurant has not had a priority violation, as determined by the
v
department, at 2 consecutive inspections on or after the effective date of this
A .
subdivision .... [LRB inserts date].

+»«NOTE: Please review this language. Is it your intent that once a restaurant has
had priority violations at twa'consecutive inspections, it may never again qualify for this
exemption? Or are you simply saying that this provision should only apply if the
restaurant has had two or more consecutive violations? Also, I can include an initial
applicability provision in the bill which should eliminate the need to reference a date in
the statutes.

I also modified the above language because the statutes in this chapter do not
reference priority or critical violations. So, I assume that DHSVdetermines what
constitutes a priority or critical violation. Is this OK? If so, should this also refer to a local
health department granted agent status under s. 254.69Ystats.?

SEcCTION 4. 254.71 (2)\%‘f the statutes is amended to read:
254.71 (2) Except as provided in s. 250.041, the department may issue a

certificate of food protection practices to an individual who satisfactorily completes
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—a-written gg\éxamination; approved by the department; that demonstrates the
individual’s basic knowledge of food protection practices or who has achieved

comparable compliance.

History: 1991 a. 39, 1993 a. 16; 1993 a. 27 5. 74; Stats. 1993 5. 254,?&; 19?7 a. 2‘{. 191. 2011 a {20, 2()9,
««xNOTE: Is the examination in this subsection intended to be the same one as will
be used in sub. (3)?VIf 5o, let me know if I can make this more clear.

SEcTION 5. 254.71 (3)"(()f the statutes is renumbered 254.71 (3) (intro.) and
amended to read:

254.71 (3) (intro.)\/Each certificate is valid for 5 years from the date of issuance
and, except as provided in s. 250.041, may be renewed by the holder-ef the certificate
holder if he or she satisfactorily completes —a—recertification—training-course an
examination that satisfies all of the following: \ ’

1b\/2 The examination is approved by the department.\/

SECTION 6. 254.71 (3) (a)\?)(f the statutes is created to read:

254.71 (3) (a) The examination is developed by a certification organization that
is accredited as meeting the requirements of the Conference for Food Protection’s

Standards for Accreditation of Food Protection Manager Certification Programs.

History: 1991 8.39; 1993 a. 16; 1993 a. 27 5. 74; Stats. 1993 5. 2&71; 1997 2. 27, 191; 2011 a. 120, 209.

SECTION 7. 254.71 (6) (b) of the statutes is repealed.

SecTION 8. Effective date.

(1) This act takes effect on first day of the%th month beginning after
publication.

++*NOTE: 1 used a delayed effective date like the one that was included in 2009 ABA/(5
414.
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Please review the embedded notes in this draft and let me know if you would like any
further changes.

Also, under this draft, in order to renew a certificate of food protection practices, a
person must pass an examination that is developed by a certification organization that
is accredited as meeting the requirements of the‘gonference for Food Protection’s
Standards for Accreditation of Food Protection Manager Certification Programs. One
could argue that, by enacting this provision, the legislature would be
unconstitutionally delegating its law—making‘function to a private entity to determine
the requirements for licensure renewal, especially since those \r/equirements may
presumably change over time without further legislative approval¥ However, because
the delegation relates only to the use of an examination, and not to legal standards, it
may not be viewed as problematic¥ Nevertheless, in light of this potential issue and
the possibility that this entity may one day cease to exist, you may wish to consider
making the use of such an examination by DHS optional, or consider instead
referencing the current edition of the standards. I just wanted to note this potential
issue. Thank you:

Michael Duchek

Legislative Attorney

Phone: (608) 266-0130

E-mail: michael.duchek@legis.wisconsin.gov
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March 20, 2013

Please review the embedded notes in this draft and let me know if you would like any
further changes.

Also, under this draft, in order to renew a certificate of food protection practices, a
person must pass an examination that is developed by a certification organization that
is accredited as meeting the requirements of the Conference for Food Protection’s
Standards for Accreditation of Food Protection Manager Certification Programs. One
could argue that, by enacting this provision, the legislature would be
unconstitutionally delegating its law-making function to a private entity to determine
the requirements for licensure renewal, especially since those requirements may
presumably change over time without further legislative approval. However, because
the delegation relates only to the use of an examination, and not to legal standards, it
may not be viewed as problematic. Nevertheless, in light of this potential issue and
the possibility that this entity may one day cease to exist, you may wish to consider
making the use of such an examination by DHS optional, or consider instead
referencing the current edition of the standards. I just wanted to note this potential
issue. Thank you.

Michael Duchek

Legislative Attorney

Phone: (608) 266-0130

E-mail: michael.duchek@legis.wisconsin.gov
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AN ACT to repeal 254.71 (6) (b); to renumber 254.71 (1); to renumber and
amend 254.71 (3); to amend 254.71 (2); and to create 254.71 (1g), 254.71 (1r)
(b) and (c) and 254.71 (3) (a) of the statutes; relating to: requirements for a

certificate of food protection practices.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
This is a preliminary draft. An analysis will be provided in a subsequent version

. of this draft.

For further information see the stafe fiscal estimate, which will be printed as
an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SECTION 1. 254.71 (1) of the statutes is renumbered 254.71 (1r) (a).

SECTION 2. 254.71 (1g) of the statutes is created to read:

254.71 (1g) In this section: |

(a) “Certificate holder” means an individual who holds a valid certificate of food

protection practices issued under this section.
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SECTION 2

(b) “Food handler” means an individual who is engaged in the preparation,
processing, or service of food at a restaurant and who is not a certificate holder.
««+«NoT1E: Do you want to define “food” or specify if “food” includes, for instanc @

drinks or water or if this includes someone who cleans up food after customers who ha
left? For one definition of “food,” which is used in the tax law, see 5. 77.51 (3t), stats.

SECTION 3. 254.71 (1r) (b) and (c) of the statutes are created to read:
254.71 (1r) (b) Except as provided in par. (c), whenever food is being prepared,
processed, or served at a restaurant, the person who holds the permit for the

restaurant shall ensure that a certificate holder is present on the premises of the

¥

restaurant.
+NOTE: The term “food service operation” is not used in this part of the statutes.

Since I assume you were simply ref—=Pk to the restaurant for purposes of this bill, I
changed it to that. Is that correct? E ,

(c) Paragraph (b) does not apply to a restaurant if the restaurant satisfies all
of the following:
1. The restaurant has 5 or fewer food handlers who are working in the

restaurant at that time.

=++«NOTE: Here, I assume you meant to refer to the number of food handlers
working at the restaurant at the time, and not the totalypmber of food handlers who are
employed at the restaurant generally. Is this oorre

2. The restaurant has not had a priority violation, as determined by the
department, at 2 consecutive inspections on or after the effective date of this

subdivision .... [LRB inserts date].

»NOTE: Please review this language. Is it your intent that once a restaurant has
had priority violations at two consecutive ingpections, it may never again qualify for this

exemption? Or are you simply saying that this provision should only ap the
restaurant has had two or more consecutive violations? Also, I can include itial
applicability provision in the bill which should eliminate the need to reference a date in
the statutes.

1 also modified the above language because the statutes in this chapter do not
reference priority or critical violations. So, I assume that DHS determipes_yhat
constitutes a priority or critical violation. Is this OK? If so, should this also refe @ local
health department granted agent status under s. 254.69, stats.?

SECTION 4. 254.71 (2) of the statutes is amended to read:




'Summary of Comments on 13-14446_P1 Recert & On-premise draft
with WRA comments.pdf

Page: 2

- Number: 1 Author: squam Subject: Sticky Note  Date: 3/25/2013 2:39:29 PM

1f 5 reference i neaded we would prefer | refer to DHS 196 Appendix A Wisconsin Food Code. Tt definesfood" as: “Food™ means a raw, cooked, or processed edible substance,
ice, BEVERAGE, or

Wemmedorhtendedformeorfcrsaieinwholeminpartfmhuman

consumption, or chewing gum.

« Number: 2 Author: squam Subject: Sticky Note  Date: 3/25/2013 2:40:16 PM
" Restaurant is correct

« Number; 3 Author: squam Subject: Sticky Note  Date; 3/25/2013 2:40:57 PM
“ Yes, K refers to working at the restaurant at any given time

= Number: 4 Author: squam Subject: Sticky Note  Date: 3/25/2013 2:44:29 PM

" The Intent & Lo for the restaurant to be required to have a CFPM on duty at all times ff they have 2 or more priority violations in consecutive inspections after the statute goes
into effect. ‘This provides Incentive for the smaller operator to practice proper active managerial control over the food safety activities in their establishment, when the CFPM is
not present. .

- Number: 5 Author: squam Subject: Sticky Note  Date: 3/25/2013 2:45:20 PM

S does determine what a priority violation is via DHS 196 Appendix A Wisconsin Food Code




v o W N

© D

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21

2013 - 2014 Legislature -3 - Lﬁ%ﬁgﬁﬁ

SECTION 4

254.71 (2) Except as provided in s. 250.041, the department may issue a
certificate of food protection practices to an individual who satisfactorily completes
-a—written an examination; approved by the departmenb;" that demonstrates the
individual’s basic knowledge of food protection practices or who has achieved

comparable compliance.

«««+NOTE: Is the examination in this subsection intended to beame one as will
be used in sub. (3)? If so, let me know if I can make this more clear.

SECTION 5. 254.71 (3) of the statutes is renumbered 254.71 (3) (intro.) and
amended to read:

254.71 (3) (intro.) Each certificate is valid for 5 years from the date of issuance
and, except as provided in s. 250.041, may be renewed by the helderof the certificate

holder if he or she satisfactorily completes —a-reeertification-training-eourse an

examination that satisfies all of the following:
e examination is aed by the department.

SECTION 6. 254.71 (3) (a) of the statutes is created to read:

254.71(8) (a) The examination is developed by a certification organization that
is accredited as meeting the requirements of the Conce for Food Protection’s
Standards for Accreditation of Food Protection Manager Certification Programs.

SECTION 7. 254.71 (6) (b) of the statutes is repealed.

SecTiON 8. Effective date.

(1) This act takes effect on first day of the 7th month beginning after
publication.

»~NoTE: I used a delayed effective date like th that was included in 2009
AB-414.

(END)




Page: 3

- Number: 1 Author: squam Subject: Sticky Note  Date: 3/25/2013 2:46:13 PM

7 Yes this Is referring to the same exams

‘u;Number: 2 Author: squam Subject: Sticky Note  Date: 3/25/2013 2:48:52 PM

" We strongly suggest the wording in (b) "The ination k" be ch dto “The inations are”
Same with 254.71 (3)a) "The examination Is} be changed to "Examinations are”

W Number: 3 Author: squam Subject: Sticky Note  Date: 3/25/2013 2:52:17 PM

“ Tt ks OK to remove the reference to the Conference for Food Protection’s Standards for Accreditation of Food Protection Manager Certification Programs.

1t can be replaced with as meeting requirements approved by the department (DHS)
» Number: 4 Author: squam Subject: Sticky Hote_ Date: 3/25/2013 2:53:07 PM

We may want this date to be more definite, such #s July 1, 2014'yr ISR S35
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1 AN‘ACT/to repeal 254.71 (6) (b); to renumber 254.71 (1), to renumber and

2 amend 254.71 (3); to amend 254.71 (2); and to create 254.71 (1g), 254.71 (1r)
3 (b) and (c) and 254.71 (3) (a) of the statutes; relating to: requirements for a
4 certificate of food protection practices.\/

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
This is a preliminary draft. An analysis will be provided in a subsequent version
of this draft. ‘
For further information see the state fiscal estimate, which will be printed as
an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

5 SECTION 1. 254.71 (1) of the statutes is renumbered 254.71 (1r) (a).
6 SECTION 2. 254.71 (1g) of the statutes is created to read:
J 7 25471 (1g) In this section:
— {g\/é(\;}tiﬁcate holder” means an individual who holds a valid certificate of food
‘iﬁ”\ \ 9 protection practices issued under this section.
S
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SECTION 2
q&/ (b) Food handler” means an individual who is engaged in the preparation,

processing, or service of food at a restaurant and who is not a certlﬁcate holder. !

i

/""ﬁ ++*NOTE: Do you want to define “food” or specify if “food” includes, for instance,
/ drinks or water or if this includes someone who cleans up food after customers who have

an_deﬁmtmn of “foed,” which is used in the W&J
SECTION 3. 254.71 (1r) (b) and (c) of the statutes are created to read:

.

4
254.71 (1r) (b) Except as provided in par. (¢), whenever food is being prepared,
processed, or served at a restaurant, the person who holds the permit for the
restaurant shall ensure that a certificate holder is present on the premises of the

restaurant. ' &

. el

B . B o

«++NOTE: The term “food service operation” is not used in this part of the statutes. \

Since I assume you were simply referring to the restaurant for purposes of this bill, I /
changed it to that. Is that correct? . S e

(¢) Paragraph (b) does not apply to a restaurant if the restaurant satisfies all

of the following:

1. The restaurant has 5 or fewer food handlers who are working in the

restaurant at that time. .

\-:,J,. —

B T wsNOTE: Here 1 assume you meant to refer to the number of food handlers - A
workmg at the restaurant at the time, and not the total number of food handlers who are }
RN employed at the restaurant generally Is this correct? e

2. The restaurant has not had a priority violation, as determined by the

v

department, at 2 consecutive inspection%-

on or after the effective date of this

R e vt
T—— SO

subd1v1s1on [LRB inserts daxi;e]‘@i L( [

S AT

«rNOTE: Please review this language. Is it your intent that once a restaurant has | \/
had priority violations at two consecutive inspections, it may never again qualify for this
exemption? Or are you simply saying that this provision should only apply if the
restaurant has had two or more consecutive violations? Also, I can include an initial
applicability provision in the bill which should eliminate the need to reference a date in
the statutes. ‘

I also modified the above language because the statutes in this chapter do not
reference priority or critical violations. So, I assume t| HS determines what
constitutes a priority or critical violation. Is this OK? If so,fshould this also refer to a loca

calth dopartment granted agent status unders-254.69, Stats.?
SECTION 4. 254.71 (2) of the statutes is amended to read:
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SECTION 4
1 254.71 (2) Except as provided in s 250.041, the department may issue a
2 certificate of food pfo’t\icrition practices to an individual who satisfactorily completes
@ —a-written @(exam;natlonﬁppmr&ﬂmm&ﬁmﬂmmmhe
@ indivi : i ge—of-food—protection practices or who has achieved
5 comparable compliance. —

v

7 NOTE: Is the examination in this subsection intended to be the same one as wx}j
e used in sub. (3)’? 1f so, let me know if I can make this more clear /~"

SECTION 5. 254 71 (3) of the statutes is @mbered 254.71 (3) (intro.) and7

amended to read:

/
,»* @ 254.71 (3)(7———)J/
9

(intro.)| Each certificate is valid for 5 years from the date of issuance

and, except as provided in s. 250. 041 may be renewed by the holder-ofthe certificate ﬁf‘.r/vfi»
. ;

. H
10, holder if he or she satisfactorily completes j‘ ank

J

& ‘/F

18 SEcTION 8. Effective date.
P e,

o (1) This act takes effect onmymmw

e e USSR

20 @Eﬁ/w“ o ,__,,_m..mw(:(') l_j A AU @ -

——ENOTE: T used a delayed effective date like the one T:ha“c wag included in 2009
-414.

21 (END)
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INSERT 1-7
1 (a) “Approved examination”\éleans an examination that allows an individual
2 to demonstrate basic knowledge of food protection practices and that is approved by
3 the department?/as meeting the standards established under sub?{G) (b).

+++NOTE: Because you indicated that the same type of examination would be used
under sub. (2) as is used under sub. (3), I simply created a defined term of “approved
examination” to §fer to it. Is this OK? Let me know if any further changes are needed
to this definition® (eand \ns \-
P o M“"—'ﬂv

w»«NOTE: I did not change language from “examination is” to “examinations are” )
because the result would not be consistent with other uses in the bill of the singular form
of “examination” and I am not sure what the intent of this change was. If the intent is
to make sure that more than one examination could constitute an approved examination, y=
I think the language already allows for this by saying “an approved examination” instead
of “the approved examination” (see also 5. 990.001(1), stats., which provides that the
singular includes the plural, and the plural includes the singular). However, if your
\i?tent with this proposed change is something different, please let me know. J

INSERT 1-9
4 (¢) “Food” means a raw, cooked, or processed edible substance; ice; beverages;
. 5 an ingredient used or intended for use or for sale in whole or in part for human

6 consumption; or chewing gum.

v
++++NOTE: This definition of “food” is based upon the one provided, with very slight
modifications.

INSBRT 214 cefptease (o Tnifial Ae i Tne 31D

++««NOTE: See SECTION 2 of the bill, which specifies that these changes first apply
to inspections conducted on the bill’s effective date.

«»+«NOTE: If a restaurant that had a priority violation at two consecutive
inspections then has an inspection without a priority violation, should the restaurant
again become eligible for this exemption, or would they forever remain ineligible?

+++«NOTE:
INSERT 3-17
7 SEcTION 1. 254.71 (6) (b)\i)(f the statutes is amended to read:
8 254.71 (6) (b) Specifying standards for approval of training—eourses—for

9 recertification-of food-protection-practices examinations required under this section.

History: 1991 a.39; 1993 2. 16; 1993 a. 27 5. 74; Stats. 1993 5. 254.71; 1997 a. 27.191; 2011 a. 120, 209.

\
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«ssNoTE: | amended this provision instead of repealing it because you said

amlnatmns would have to meet reqmrements approvgd by DHS. Is this OK? l\j@% ¢
gmx SR f{r Vi on {60 i€l de prpplepahitn e wx{,@ ls Haad olf”?
nitial applicability. ° ==

ECTION 2.
(1) The treatment of section 254.71 (1r) (c¢) 2.\/of the statutes first applies

inspections conducted on the effective date of this subsection.

(e(\é NS 3— \—:{’3




Duchek, Michael

From: Phillips, Justin

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 11:38 AM
To: Duchek, Michae!

Subject: RE: LRB 1446

The points look good and yes to renewals after the effective date

Justin Phillips
Research Assistant

Office of Representative Jeff Stone
82r¢ Assembly District

(608) 266-8590

From: Duchek, Michael

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 11:37 AM
To: Phillips, Justin

Subject: RE: LRB 1446

Also Justin,

1 assume that the provisions related to the examinations and the renewals should first apply to licenses or license

renewals issued on the 1-1-15 effective date, but please confirm.

-Mike

From: Duchek, Michael

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 11:19 AM
To: Phillips, Justin

Subject: RE: LRB 1446

Justin, just to confirm here is what | am all doing in this version of -1446:

- Local ordinance preemption provision
- Change effective date to 1-1-15

- Add local health departments in response to note at page 2, line 18
- Change exception to provision so that if a restaurant has 2 consecutive inspections with priority violations, they
may not claim the exception until they then have 2 more consecutive inspections without priority violations (2 in

a row to lose exception and 2 in a row to get it back)

Is this everything? Let me know if anything here is not accurate or if | am missing something.

-Mike

From: Phillips, Justin ‘ -
Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2013 3:41 PM



To: Duchek, Michael
Subject: RE: LRB 1446

it's not, | was just afraid that | would let it slip through the cracks if | didn’t check in

justin Phillips

Office of Representative Jeff Stone
82vd Assembly District

(608) 266-8590

From: Duchek, Michael

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2013 3:40 PM
To: Phillips, Justin

Subject: RE: LRB 1446

Hey Justin,

I've had a number of requests lately and haven’t had a chance to get those changes made yet, but that is about at the
top of my list. 1 should be able to get it to you within the next week or two, but if it's urgent, please let me know.

-Mike

From: Phillips, Justin

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2013 3:13 PM
To: Duchek, Michael

Subject: LRB 1446

Mike-
Wanted to follow up on LRB 1446. | know we talked a while back about making some changes to p2. Hoping to get those
changes and an official draft in the near future. Thanks

Justin

Justin Phillips

Office of Representative Jeff Stone
82nd Assembly District

(608) 266-8590
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Analysls by the Legislative Reference Bureau

This is a preliminary draft. An analysis will be provided ina's bsequent version
of this draft.

For further information see the state fiscal estimate, which will be printed as
an appendix to this bill.

i et

The people of ;h; l;‘tate of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do v

P enact as follows: o "
Q SEC’I‘ION 1. 254.71 (1) of tk the statutes is renumbered 254. 71 (1r) (a) LL—S_L -

5 SECTION 2. 254.71 (1g) of the statutes is created to read: o

6 254.71 (1g) In this section:

7 (a) “Approved examination” means an examination that allows an individual

8 to demonstrate basic knowledge of food protection practices and that is approved by

9 the department as meeting the standards established under sub. (6) (b).
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‘// SECTION 2
g £ R R s i i i o 1 o
! «+*NOTE: Because you indicated that the same type of examination would be used
| under sub. (2) as is used under sub. (3), I simply created a defined term of “approved ‘)
k examination” to refer to it. Is this OK? Let me know if any further changes are needed /
to this definition, . e

-

e i e e i
e

(b) “Certificate holder” means an individual who holds a valid certificate of food
protection practices issued under this section.
(¢) “Food” means a raw, cooked, or processed edible substance; ice; beverages;

an ingredient used or intended for use or for sale in whole or in part for human

consumption; or chewing gum.. : = S
R e “‘”‘\\\
«++xNOTE: This definition of “food” is based upon the one provided, with very slight \\‘
modifications. J

e o i e L 5 ——

(d) “Food handler” means an individual who is engaged in the preparation,
processing, or service of food at a restaurant and who is not a certificate holder.

SECTION 3. 254.71 (1r) (b) and (c) of the statutes are created to read:

254.71 (1r) (b) Except as provided in par. (c), whenever food is being prepared,
processed, or served at a restaurant, the person who holds the permit for the
restaurant shall ensure that a certificate holder is present on the premises of the
restaurant.

(¢) Paragraph (b) does not apply to a restaurant if the restaurant satisfies all
of the following:

1. The restaurant has 5 or fewer food handlers who are working in the
tns g - (7

2. The restaurant has not had a priority violation, as determined by the

department, at 2 consecutive inspections.

«+NOTE: See SECTION 7 of the bill, which specifies that these changes first apply /
to inspections conducted on the bill’s effective date. }/

=«NOTE: If a restaurant that had a priority violation at two consecutive /
inspections then has an inspection without a priority violation, should the restaurant ;
again become eligible for this exemption, or would they forever remain ineligible? /

e P

'MA*_. s i e
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SECTION 3

- »%\\

| «««NOTE: Should this also refer to a local health department granted agent statu/,/

under s. 254.69, stats.?

SECTION 4. 254.71(2)of the statutes is ¢ amended to read

254.71 (2) Except as provided in s. 250.041, the department may issue a

certificate of food protection practices to an individual who satisfactorily completes

comparable compliance.

SECTION 5. 254.71 (3) of the statutes is amended to read:

254.71 (3) Each certificate is valid for 5 years from the date of issuance and,

except as provided in s. 250.041, may be renewed by the heolder-of-the certificate
holder if he or she satisfactorily completes -a-recertification-training-course-approved

by-the-department an approved examination.

SECTION 6. 254.71 (6) (b) of the statutes is amended to read:

254.71 (6) (b) Specifying standards for approval of training-eourses—for

examinations required under this section.

e A et 53 8 S A A

«++«NOTE: | amended this provision instead of repealing it because you said
examinations would have to meet requirements approved by DHS. Is this OK? Note that /~/6’

._this provision requires the promulgation of rules.

Is that OK?

SECTION 7 Imtlal applicability.

e i e

- ) T(h atment of /sectlon 254.71 (l)f(c

1

)f2 of the st

inspectiefis con mted on the:efﬁecmyedate Qf this é section.

o
?tutes ﬁr? apphes[ )
L - -

e

SEcCTION 8. Effective date.

(1) This act takes effect on Qulg 1, 2013.

(END)

-

Jonvecy ‘,\
L

o\

“\./
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INSERT ANALYSIS

Under current law, the Department of Health Services‘fDHS) may jssue a
certificate of food protection practices (FPP certificate)*to an individual¥who: 1)
satisfactorily completes a written examination approved by’DHS that demonstrates
the individual’s basic knowledge of food protection practices; or 2) as achieved
comparable compliance. Also u dg: urrent law, an FPP certificate holder may
renew the FPP certificate after@%e It y satisfactorily completing a recertification
training course approved by DHS as meeting standards for approval that are
established by DHS by ruleV

This bill eliminates the requirement that the initial examination be written
and requires examinations to be approved by DHS as meeting standards established
by DHS by rule (approved examinations)¥ The bill also provides that an individual
renewing an FPP certificate, instead of satisfactorily completing a recertification
training course approved by DHS, must again satisfactorily complete an approved
examination

The bill provides, subject to an exception, that whenever food is being prepared,
processed, or served at a restaurant, the person who holds the permit for the
restaurant issued by DHS or a local health departmentY{restaurant permit holder)
must ensure that there is a person on the restaurant premises who holds an FPP
certificate. Under the exception, the restaurant permit holder"is not required to
ensure that there is an FPP certificate holder on the premises if both of the following
apply: 1) the restaurant has fiveYor fewer food handlers who are working at the
restaurant at that time; and 2) if the restaurant has had a priority violation at each
of two consecutive inspections, the restaurant has, subsequent to those inspections,
had two consecutive inspections without a priority health violation®

restaurany, or a person who conducts, maintains, manages, or operates a restaurant
to satisfy @ requirement related to the issuance or possession of an FPP%ertificate
that is not found under the provisions in the statutes related to FPP certificates. The
bill provides that, if a local government has in effect on the bill’s effective date an
ordinance that is so prohibited,"that ordinance does not apply and may not be
enforced.

For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

INSERT 14

SEcTION 1. 66.0436 of the statutes is created to read:

Y4

66.0436 Certificates of food protection practices for restaurants.” (1)

v

In this section, “restaurant” has the meaning given in s. 254.61 (5).

v
Finally, the bill prohibits a city, village, town, or county (local government) from
nacting an ordinance requiring a restaurant, a @erson who hold it for a

o

i
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(2) No city, village, town, or county may enact an ordinance requiring a

restaurant, a person who holds a permit for a restaurant, or a person who conducts,

maintains, manages, or operates a restaurant to satisfy a requirement related to the

issuance or possession of a certificate of food protection practices that is not found

under s. 254.7?/

+++NOTE: Please review this provision, which would still allow local governments
to enact ordinances as long as they did not require anything beyond what is found in s.

254.71Y Does this satisfy the intent?

(8) If a city, village, town, or county has in effect on\t{anuary 1, 2015, an

ordinance that the city, village, town, or county is prohibited from enacting under

sub. (2):/the ordinance does not apply and may not be enforced.

X
SEcTION 2. 254.71 (1) of the statutes is renumbered 254.71 (1r) (a) and

amended to read:

254.71 (Ir) (a) After January 1, 1995, no person may conduct, maintain,

manage or operate a restaurant unless the operator or manager of the restaurant

is a certificate holder.‘/

History: 1991 a. 39; 1993 a. 16; 1993 a. 27 5. 74; Stats. 1993 <. 254.71; 1997 a. 27, 191; 2011 a. 120, 209.

«++NOTE: I made this change just to be consistent with other changes in the bill.

INSERT 2-17

2. If the restaurant has had a priority violation, as determined by the

department\?;r a local health department granted agent status under s\./254.GQ, at

each of 2 consecutive inspections conducted on or after January 1, 2015, the

restaurant has had 2 consecutive inspections subsequent to those inspections

without a priority violation, as determined by the department or local health

department.\/

+++NOTE: Pleasc review this, which essentially says that, once a restaurant has
priority violations at two consecutive inspections, the exemption may only be claimed

!
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again once the restaurant subsequently has two consecutive prioritygi/olation free
inspections. Also, I put the date here instead of using an initial applicability provision.
Let me know if any changes are needed here.

‘K— INSERT 3-17

(}Q/ The treatment of section\/254.71 (2) of the statutes first applies to an
application for a certificate of food protection practices that is submitted on the
effective date of this subsection.

(;:) The treatment of section 254.71 (3) of the statutes first applies to an
application for a renewal of a certificate of food protection practices that is submitted

on the effective date of this subsection.

+++NOTE: I added these provisions to specify that the changes to the certificate
issuance and renewal requirements will first apply beginning with individuals who apply
for or who apply to renew a certificate on January 1, 2015Y Is that OK?
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AN ACT to renumber and amend 254.71 (1); to amend 254.71 (2), 254.71 (3)
vand 254.71 (6) (b); and to create 66.0436, 254.71 (1g) and 254.71 (1r) (b) and
(¢) of the statutes; relating to: requirements and local ordinances related to

certificates of food protection practices.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau

Under current law, the Department of Health Services (DHS) may issue a
certificate of food protection practices (FPP certificate) to an individual who: 1)
satisfactorily completes a written examination approved by DHS that demonstrates
the individual’s basic knowledge of food protection practices; or 2) has achieved
comparable compliance. Also under current law, an FPP certificate holder may
renew the FPP certificate after five years by satisfactorily completing a
recertification training course approved by DHS as meeting standards for approval
that are established by DHS by rule.

This bill eliminates the requirement that the initial examination be written
and requires examinations to be approved by DHS as meeting standards established
by DHS by rule (approved examinations). The bill also provides that an individual
renewing an FPP certificate, instead of satisfactorily completing a recertification
training course approved by DHS, must again satisfactorily complete an approved
examination.

The bill provides, subject to an exception, that whenever food is being prepared,
processed, or served at a restaurant, the person who holds the permit for the
restaurant issued by DHS or a local health department (restaurant permit holder)
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must ensure that there is a person on the restaurant premises who holds an FPP
certificate. Under the exception, the restaurant permit holder is not required to
ensure that there is an FPP certificate holder on the premises if both of the following
apply: 1) the restaurant has five or fewer food handlers who are working at the
restaurant at that time; and 2) if the restaurant has had a priority violation at each
of two consecutive inspections, the restaurant has, subsequent to those inspections,
had two consecutive inspections without a priority health violation.

Finally, the bill prohibits a city, village, town, or county (local government) from
enacting an ordinance requiring a restaurant, a restaurant permit holder, or a
person who conducts, maintains, manages, or operates a restaurant to satisfy a
requirement related to the issuance or possession of an FPP certificate that is not
found under the provisions in the statutes related to FPP certificates. The bill
provides that, if a local government has in effect on the bill's effective date an
ordinance that is so prohibited, that ordinance does not apply and may not be
enforced.

For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

1 SECTION 1. 66.0436 of the statutes is created to read:

66.0436 Certificates of food prote::tion practices for restaurants. (1)
In this section, “restaurant” has the meaning given in s. 254.61 (5).

(2) No city, village, town, or county may enact an ordinance requiring a
restaurant, a person who holds a permit for a restaurant, or a person who conducts,
maintains, manages, or operates a restaurant to satisfy a requirement related to the
issuance or possession of a certificate of food protection practices that is not found

under s. 254.71. | /a—« /

««+xNOTE: Please review this provision, which would still allow local governments
to enact ordinances as long as they did not require anything beyond what is found in s.
71. Does this satisfy the intent?

o < O v W N

9 (3) If a city, village, town, or county has in effect on January 1, 2015, an
10 ordinance that the city, village, town, or county is prohibited from enacting under

11 sub. (2), the ordinance does not apply and may not be enforced.
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SECTION 2

SECTION 2. 254.71 (1) of the statutes is renumbered 254.71 (Ir) (a) and
amended to read:

254.71 (Ir) (a) After January 1, 1995, no person may conduct, maintain,

manage or operate a restaurant unless the operator or manager of the restaurant

is_a certificate hyglder. j7> v

@ I made this change just to be consistent with other changes in the bill.

SECTION 3. 254.71 (1g) of the statutes is created to read:

254.71 (1g) In this section:

(a) “Approved examination” means an examination that allows an individual
to demonstrate basic knowledge of food protection practices and that is approved by
the department as meeting the standards established under sub. (6) (b).

(b) “Certificate holder” means an individual who holds a valid certificate of food
protection practices issued under this section.

(¢) “Food” means a raw, cooked, or processed edible substance; ice; beverages;
an ingredient used or intended for use or for sale in whole or in part for human
consumption; or chewing gum.

(d) “Food handler” means an individual who is engaged in the preparation,
processing, or service of food at a restaurant and who is not a certificate holder.

SECTION 4. 254.71 (1r) (b) and (c¢) of the statutes are created to read:

254.71 (1r) (b) Except as provided in par. (¢), whenever food is being prepared,
processed, or served at a restaurant, the person who holds the permit for the
restaurant shall ensure that a certificate holder is present on the premises of the

restaurant.
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SECTION 4

(c) Paragraph (b) does not apply to a restaurant if the restaurant satisfies all
of the following:

1. The restaurant has 5 or fewer food handlers who are working in the
restaurant at that time.

2. If the restaurant has had a priority violation, as determined by the
department or a local health department granted agent status under s. 254.69, at
each of 2 consecutive inspections conducted on or after January 1, 2015, the
restaurant has had 2 consecutive inspections subsequent to those inspections
without a priority violation, as determined by the department or local health

department. G

«=«NOTE: Please review this, which essentially says that, once a restaurant has
priority violations at two consecutive inspections, the exemption may only be claimed \
again once the restaurant subsequently has two consecutive priority violation free
inspections. Also, I put the date here instead of using an initial applicability provision.

Let me know if any changes are needed here. .
——

SECTION 5. 254.71 (2) of the statutes is amended to read:

254.71 (2) Except as provided in s. 250.041, the department may issue a

certificate of food protection practices to an individual who satisfactorily completes

comparable compliance.

SECTION 6. 254.71 (3) of the statutes is amended to read:

254.71 (3) Each certificate is valid for 5 years from the date of issuance and,
except as provided in s. 250.041, may be renewed by the helder-of-the certificate
holder if he or she satisfactorily completes —a-recertification-training course-approved
by-the-department an approved examination.

SECTION 7. 254.71 (6) (b) of the statutes is amended to read:
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SECTION 7

254.71 (6) (b) Specifying standards for approval of training eourses—for

SEcTION 8. Initial applicability.

(1) The treatment of section 254.71 (2) of the statutes first applies to an
application for a certificate of food protection practices that is submitted on the
effective date of this subsection.

(2) The treatment of section 254.71 (3) of the statutes first applies to an
application for a renewal of a certificate of food protection practices that is submitted

on the effective date of this subsection.

V' " W5NoTE: 1 added these prov1310ns to spemfy ‘that the changeq to the certificate ';‘ ’
f 1ssuance and renewal reqmrements will first apply beginning with individuals who ap;i/

for or who apply to re ertificate on January 1, 2015. Is that OK? o

SECTION 9. Effective date.

(1) This act takes effect on January 1, 2015.

(END)
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2013 BILL

AN ACT to renumber and amend 254.71 (1); to amend 254.71 (2), 254.71 (3)
and 254.71 (6) (b); and fo create 66.0436, 254.71 (1g) and 254.71 (1r) (b) and
(c) of the statutes; relating to: requirements and local ordinances related to

certificates of food protection practices.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau

Under current law, the Department of Health Services (DHS) may issue a
certificate of food protection practices (FPP certificate) to an individual who: 1)
satisfactorily completes a written examination approved by DHS that demonstrates
the individual’s basic knowledge of food protection practices; or 2) has achieved
comparable compliance. Also under current law, an FPP certificate holder may
renew the FPP certificate after five years by satisfactorily completing a
recertification training course approved by DHS as meeting standards for approval
that are established by DHS by rule.

This bill eliminates the requirement that the initial examination be written
and requires examinations to be approved by DHS as meeting standards established
by DHS by rule (approved examinations). The bill also provides that an individual
renewing an FPP certificate, instead of satisfactorily completing a recertification
training course approved by DHS, must again satisfactorily complete an approved
examination.

The bill provides, subject to an exception, that whenever food is being prepared,
processed, or served at a restaurant, the person who holds the permit for the
restaurant issued by DHS or a local health department (restaurant permit holder)

4
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must ensure that there is a person on the restaurant premises who holds an FPP
certificate. Under the exception, the restaurant permit holder is not required to
ensure that there is an FPP certificate holder on the premises if both of the following
apply: 1) the restaurant has five or fewer food handlers who are working at the
restaurant at that time; and 2) if the restaurant has had a priority violation at each
of two consecutive inspections, the restaurant has, subsequent to those inspections,
had two consecutive inspections without a priority health violation.

Finally, the bill prohibits a city, village, town, or county (local government) from
enacting an ordinance requiring a restaurant, a restaurant permit holder, or a
person who conducts, maintains, manages, or operates a restaurant to satisfy a
requirement related to the issuance or possession of an FPP certificate that is not
found under the provisions in the statutes related to FPP certificates. The bill
provides that, if a local government has in effect on the bill’s effective date an
ordinance that is so prohibited, that ordinance does not apply and may not be
enforced.

For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SECTION 1. 66.0436 of the statutes is created to read:

66.0436 Certificates of food protection practices for restaurants. (1)
In this section, “restaurant” has the meaning given in s. 254.61 (5).

(2) No city, village, town, or county may enact an ordinance requiring a
restaurant, a person who holds a permit for a restaurant, or a person who conducts,
maintains, manages, or operates a restaurant to satisfy a requirement related to the
issuance or possession of a certificate of food protection practices that is not found
under s. 254.71.

(3) If a city, village, town, or county has in effect on January 1, 2015, an
ordinance that the city, village, town, or county is prohibited from enacting under
sub. (2), the ordinance does not apply and may not be enforced.

SECTION 2. 254.71 (1) of the statutes is renumbered 254.71 (1r) (a) and

amended to read:
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254.71 (1r) (a) After January 1, 1995, no person may conduct, maintain,
manage or operate a restaurant unless the operator or manager of the restaurant
is a certificate holder.

SECTION 3. 254.71 (1g) of the statutes is created to read:

254.71 (1g) In this section:

(a) “Approved examination” means an examination that allows an individual
to demonstrate basic knowledge of food protection practices and that is approved by
the department as meeting the standards established under sub. (6) (b).

(b) “Certificate holder” means an individual who holds a valid certificate of food
protection practices issued under this section.

(¢) “Food” means a raw, cooked, or processed edible substance; ice; beverages;
an ingredient used or intended for use or for sale in whole or in part for human
consumption; or chewing gum.

(d) “Food handler” means an individual th is engaged in the preparation,
processing, or service of food at a restaurant and who is not a certificate holder.

SECTION 4. 254.71 (1r) (b) and (c) of the statutes are created to read:

254.71 (1r) (b) Except as provided in par. (¢), whenever food is being prepared,
processed, or served at a restaurant, the person who holds the permit for the
restaurant shall ensure that a certificate holder is present on the premises of the
restaurant.

(¢) Paragraph (b) does not apply to a restaurant if the restaurant satisfies all
of the following:

1. The restaurant has 5 or fewer food handlers who are working in the

restaurant at that time.
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2. If the restaurant has had a priority violation, as determined by the
department or a local health department granted agent status under s. 254.69, at
each of 2 consecutive inspections conducted on or after January 1, 2015, the
restaurant has had 2 consecutive inspections subsequent to those inspections
without a priority violation, as determined by the department or local health
department.

SECTION 5. 254.71 (2) of the statutes is amended to read:

254.71 (2) Except as provided in s. 250.041, the department may issue a
certificate of food protection practices to an individual who satisfactorily completes

-a-written an approved examination;-approved-by-the-department; that-demenstrates

s or who has achieved

comparable compliance.

SECTION 6. 254.71 (3) of the statutes is amended to read:
254.71 (3) Each certificate is valid for 5 years from the date of issuance and,

except as provided in s. 250.041, may be renewed by the holder-ofthe certificate

holder if he or she satisfactorily completes -a-recertification-training-course-approved
by-the-department an approved examination.

SECTION 7. 254.71 (6) (b) of the statutes is amended to read:

254.71 (6) (b) Specifying standards for approval of training-ecourses—for
recertification-of food-protection-practices examinations required under this section.

SECTION 8. Initial applicability.

(1) The treatment of section 254.71 (2) of the statutes first applies to an
application for a certificate of food protection practices that is submitted on the

effective date of this subsection.
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BILL SECTION 8

(2) The treatment of section 254.71 (3) of the statutes first applies to an
application for a renewal of a certificate of food protection practices that is submitted
on the effective date of this subsection.

SecTION 9. Effective date.

(1) This act takes effect on January 1, 2015.

(END)



