"“ K9 team evaluation form

AOBRS The 800-meter nighttime hasty

Important: Every point in the evaluation that is checked with a NO, must have an explanation of the reason (annex 1).

K9 team identification

Team name: Evaluation date:
Handler: Card number:
Search dog: Card number:
Search group : K9 unit: |

Date of successful completion of the previous level:

Date of the last evaluation of the present level (if previously tested):

Validation of the prerequisites for the evaluation

To be completed by the K9 unit of the team being evaluated Yes | No

1.0 - The K9 team have successfully completed the 2d stage of the certification process (i.e.:400m hasty). | [1 | [

1.1 — The waiting period between the last evaluation and the present evaluation has been observed 0Ol O
(a minimum of 3 months after the 400m hasty or a minimum of 2 months if it is a second attempt of
the 800-meter nighttime hasty).

1.2 - The search dog received all the required vaccinations. 0o

1.3 — The handler has demonstrated consistency in the assiduous recording of his search activities in his |
logbook of K9 activities.

1.4 — The team being evaluated has successfully completed several exercises in conditions similar to those OO

used in this evaluation.

1.5 — The handler has demonstrated to his K9 unit, sufficient knowledge in the following areas:

1.5.1 - Use of a compass and topographical maps.

1.5.2 - Radio communications.

1.5.3 - Take charge of a victim / 1st aid.

1.5.4 — Protection of a crime scene.

1.5.5 - Behavior of missing persons.
1.5.6 - Use of a GPS:

1.5.6.1 - Make his way to a starting point for a search from a coordinate.

1.5.6.2 - Use a GPS to record a track and precise waypoints.
1.5.6.3 — Setup a GPS for a particular topographic system (NAD 27, NAD 83).

1.5.6.4 - Reset a GPS to erase previous waypoints and tracks.

1.5.7 — All of the prerequisites for the previous stage.

1.5.8 — Search techniques (Wayne Merry training).

1.5.9 — All of the other information required by his SAR group for this stage.

O |[Oigigigig|oio) |ooogt
O |[Oigigigig|oio) |ooogt

1.6 — The search group has advised the team to be evaluated of the date and location of the evaluation at
least 48 hours in advance and has given him a blank copy of the evaluation form.

Validated by: Function:
Date : Telephone :
| Signature:
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General information on the evaluation

Principal evaluator
(Evaluator of either the search group or K9 unit of the team being evaluated)

Name :
Group:
Telephone:
Email:

Second evaluator
(must not be a member of either the search group or K9 unit of the team being evaluated)

Name:
Group:
Telephone:
Email :

Identification of the victims:
(The team being evaluated must not know the victims)

Victim 1
Name:
Address:
Telephone :

Victim 2
Name:
Address:
Telephone:

Victime 3
Name:
Address :
Telephone:

Navigator:
Name:
Address:
Telephone:

Terrain

Description of the terrain where the evaluation is taking place
(The K9 team being evaluated must not be familiar with the location)

Location (site, address, GPS coordinates, etc.)

Surrounding area (wooded, semi-wooded, etc.)
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Evaluation of the 800-meter nighttime hasty

Evaluator 1 Evaluator 2
1. Before the start of the evaluation Yes No Yes No

1.0: The victims (1 to 3) were placed conforming to the parameters:

1.0.1: A minimum of 30 minutes before the start of the evaluation.

1.0.2: A minimum of 20 meters from the trail and here and there along it.

1.0.3: Are not visible from the trail.

1.0.4: Did not use the same trail to reach their position as that which will be
used by the K9 team.

1.0.5: Are unknown by the dog and the handler (an unfamiliar scent).

I I I |
I I I |
I I I I I
I I I I I

1.1: The victims have been briefed regarding the running of the evaluation.

1.2: The handler is equipped with personal safety equipment as defined by
Civil Protection.

O
O
O
O

1.3 : The handler is carrying all the obligatory search equipment as defined by his K9
unit and his search group.

O
O
O
O

1.4: The evaluation was started after nightfall. ] Il L] L]

2. Evaluation of the K9 team

2.0: The handler was briefed regarding the running of the evaluation prior to starting.

2.1 : Prior to starting the evaluation, the handler was given a coherent scenario,
regarding the search that he must do. ] ] ] ]

2.2 : The handler made his way from the briefing area to the starting point of the [ [ [ [
evaluation from a coordinate.

3. During the evaluation

3.0: The handler identified the start and the end of the course that was assigned to [ [ [ [
him, using flagging tape.

3.1: The handler advised the evaluation team when his dog gave alerts, as and when
they occurred. L] ] L] [l

3.2: The handler marked the places along the trail where his dog gave an alert using
flagging tape [ [ [ [

3.3: The flagging tape placed by the handler contained all the required information [ [ [ [
(date, 1.D. of the K9 team as well as the no. or name of the location (optional).

3.4: The search dog determined the location of victim 1. For teams not using a lead: [ [ [ [
the dog did a recall-refind.

3.5: The search dog determined the location of victim 2. For teams not using a lead:
the dog did a recall-refind. ] ] ] ]
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Evaluator 1 Evaluator 2
Yes No Yes No
3.6: The search dog determined the location of victim 3 (if there were 3 victims). For
teams not using a lead: the dog did a recall-refind. 0 0 0 0
3.7: The appropriate 1* aid was given to the victims. ] ] ] ]

3.8: The handler transmitted radio reports on the progress of the search, while
respecting the parameters established by the evaluation team.

3.9: The handler made effective use of his compass during this stage.

3.10: The handler made effective use of his GPS during this stage.

3.11: The handler used his GPS and his compass effectively during this stage.

3.12: The handler advised the evaluation team when he arrived at the 800-meter limit
as imposed by this evaluation.

3.13: The handler finished the evaluation within the allotted time (1h).

O g o0oo g
O g o0oo g

O o0oo | d
O o0oo | d

3.14: The handler took care of his dog assuring himself among other things, that his

dog was properly hydrated throughout the entire evaluation. ] ] ] ]
4. At the end of the evaluation
4.0: The handler gave his probability of detection (POD).
4.1: The handler was able to give a verbal report of the progression of the search to ] ] ] ]

the evaluators, using his notes (or those taken for him by his navigator).
5. Results of the evaluation — The 800-meter nighttime hasty
5.0: The K9 team successfully passed the evaluation. ] ] ] ]
5.1: The K9 team successfully passed the evaluation with certain conditions [] [] ] ]
(see the evaluators comments in annex 2).
5.2: The K9 team failed the evaluation. ] ] ] ]
6. Written report by the handler (to be attached to this evaluation)
6.0: The handler gave a written report of the evaluation to the evaluators within the ] ] ] ]
required time limit.
Validated by Evaluator 1 :
Date :
Signature :
Validated by Evaluator 2 :
Date :
Signature :
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ANNEX 1

Detailed explanation
(of points checked NO in the evaluation)

Point no. Explanation :

Evaluator(s) :

Point no. Explanation :

Evaluator (s) :

Point no. Explanation :

Evaluator (s) :

Point no. Explanation:

Evaluator (s) :

Point no. Explanation:

Evaluator (s) :
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ANNEX 2

Evaluator’'s comments

Date :
Evaluator 1 Signature:
Evaluator 2 Signature:
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