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ILLINOIS INVOLVEMENT IN 3A 

 Began to participate in 1990  

 Advantages Noted 

 detail in the 3A documents for equipment 

construction,  

 the enforcement and explanation of the 3A 

standards was easier than for the Illinois 

rules for food processing and 

manufacturing equipment.    

 Illinois “food equipment” rules simply indicate  

that  

 food equipment be designed and constructed 

of such material and workmanship as to be 

adequately cleanable and suitable for the 

intended use.    

 



ILLINOIS AND 3A 

 Adopted as the requirement for 

construction of processing equipment 

used in Manufactured Dairy Product 

plants.  

 Because of the joint participation of 

manufacturers, users and regulatory, 

Illinois looks at 3A as the gold 

standard for equipment construction 

 participation in writing these standards 

was encouraged. 

 



COMMENTS ON PREVIOUS 3A 

STANDARDS WRITING PROCEDURES 

 Old Format 

 the regulatory/sanitarian group met separately 

at the annual meetings to evaluate proposed 3A 

documents that had been written by the 

manufacturer and user groups in the 

organization.  On the final day of the annual 

meeting, the regulatory positions and proposed 

wording changes were discussed at a plenary 

session which included all stakeholder groups in 

3A.   

  

 Advantages 

 Excellent for teaching new sanitarians what 

issues were important in a document and provided 

good communication among sanitarians.   

 

 Disadvantages  

 did not provide for good communication between 

the sanitarians and the other stakeholders.    

 



HISTORIC CONCERNS – PAST 20 YEARS 

 it has appeared to the sanitarians that 

manufacturers have attempted to  

 make changes in 3A documents that were 

intended to permit the use of inferior 

designs and materials either for cost 

savings or to allow an existing 

construction that did not meet the 

standard to become compliant.    

 This did not foster an atmosphere of 

trust as the new 3A document 

procedures were beginning.   

 



COMMENTS ON NEW 

PROCEDURES 

 Negatives 

 Initial Concern that 3A procedures might 

result in an increase in documents with 

inferior construction requirements.   

 Some of this has occurred 

 Positives 

 Better communication between industry & 

regulatory 

 manufacturers/users are asking for the 

sanitarian view and for explanations of the 

sanitarian viewpoint.   

 more technical explanations of the 

manufacturer viewpoint which aids the 

sanitarian in understanding.    



CONCERNS/COMMENTS FOR THE 

FUTURE 

 Widespread reduction in support for 3A 

work by the states and other regulatory 

agencies.   

 the relationship of regulatory and 

industry in this program that makes 3A the 

Gold Standard.   

  3A as a group must make an effort to get 

State and Federal governments more 

deeply involved in the writing of standards.  

 As I see regulatory participation 

diminishing, I fear that there will soon be 

no 3A Gold Standard.  This will be a 

problem for all.   

 


